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REPORT OF THE AHORNEY-GENERAL 

State of Cautobnia, Office of Attobney-Gbnbrai., 
Sacrambnto, September 15, IQOC 
To Sis Excellency Geobge C. Pardee, Qovemor of Cdlifomia, 

Sir: Pursuant to law and custom I have the honor to tranemit to 
you herewith my biennial report for th£ two years ending September 
15, 1904. 

This report shows that there is an ever-increasing amount of business 
coming before the office ; that this business has been disposed of expe- 
ditiously and in a manner consistent with the best interests of the 
State, and that such matters as are now pending are being hastened to 
a determination as rapidly as the circmnstanees of each ease will 
permit. 

The work of the office may be roughly divided into three separate de- 
partments; namely, civil litigation, criminal appeals, and opinions. 

At the date of the last biennial report of my able predecessor, there 
were pending before the office, in various stages, one hundred and one 
civil actions, exclusive of so-called "leave to sue" cases. Subsequent 
to that report there have come into the office seventy-two new cases, 
and my report now transmitted to you, shows one hundred and three 
civil eases now pending ; in other words, there is constantly before and 
engaging the attention of the office at least one hundred civil suits. 

In addition to the detailed report appended hereto, I beg to make 
brief mention of a few of the more important civil matters which have 
claimed my attention. 

CIVIL LITIGATION. 
Coyote Scalp Cases. 

The Legislature of 1903 made appropriations to pay the judgments 
obtained against the State in suits commenced under the Act of March 
23, 1901, such suits arising out of claims against the State under an 
Act of March 31, 1891, fixing a bounty on coyote scalps. Each of the 
Appropriation Acts, however, contained the proviso "that no warrant 
shall be drawn or paid • • • unless, at the time such warrant is 
drawn, the said judgment shall be stiuiding, not reversed or vacated, 
and there be no appeal pending tiierefrom." Immediately after the 
adjoomment of the Legislature I caused appeals to be perfected in 
; those eases where it was not too late to do so, and carried three of 
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6 EEPOBT OP ATTOBNEY-GENEBAL. 

sueh appeals to the Supreme Court as test cases. In the other appealed 
eases I caused stipulations to be entered into whereby those cases are 
to abide by the decision of the Supreme Court in the test appeals. The 
three cases mentioned are now under sabminion to the Court. The 
records on appeal are voluminons, and a number of important ques- 
tions are presented, in lengthy briefe, for the determination of the 
Court, and decision is daily expected. 

Investment Bond Cases. 

At page 8 of the biennial report of my predecessor for the years 
1900-02, attention is called to the course which he had taken with regard 
to certain so-called "bond investment" companies, now more gener- 
ally known as "debenture" companies. A short time ago my attention 
was directed to the Pacific States Mercantile Company, a corpora- 
tion organized tmder the laivs of this State and engaged in a bttsiness 
seemingly somewhat similar to that of the debenture companies. I 
have commenced an action against that company to restrain it from 
the transaction of business, and also to obtain a judgment dissolving it 
as a corporation. 

Since that action was commenced, I have learned that there are a 
ntunber of other corporations conducting in this State what is claimed 
to be the same character of business. I am now investigating: these- 
concerns and shall commence action against such as appear.to be con- 
ducting an iUegal business. 

It will be kept in mind, however, that the law empowers this office 
to proceed against such of said concerns only as are operating under 
corporate franchise. 

If it be conceded that these corporations are engaged in a biisin^ 
that is unlawful because in the nature of a lottery, it is probable that in 
a suit by the State a juc^ment of dissolution will be the full measure 
of relief that the law warrants. This may, and in many instances wiU, 
doubtless, lall short of relieving thoee who have already invested, for 
the reason that it is always possible for those managii^ such corpora- 
tion, if they be so inclined, to so di^ose of its assets that little or 
nothing will r^oain after dissolution for the creditors or bondholders. 
If the State be successful in the suit already commenced, and such 
other suits as may be brought, this, of course, will furnish protection 
to our people, after the entry of judgment, but the suits will promise 
little or no protection during their pendency. It is, however, hoped 
that the publicity resulting from the commencement and prosecution 
of these suits will ao make known to the people the character of the 
concerns as to cause them to refrain from investing their money in an 
enterprise which can not be figured safe on any principle that governs 
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in legitimate buBiness. If one who full? underetauds the methods 
of these concerns desirea to hazard his money with them, probably the 
State will bt; unable to protect him. I deem it to be, however, the 
duty of the State to do all that m*^ be aocompliahed for the protection 
of those who do not know, and have no means of knowing, that by in- 
vesting in these concerns they not only stand small chance of ever 
obtaining the marvelona pr<^ts promised, but that the return of the 
amoonts invefited is by no means snre. That some who have invested 
have received all that was promised, while persuasive, by no means 
assures that all who invest will be so fortunate. The moneys forfeited 
through "lapses" and that received from "new business" may fur- 
nish a fund to meet early maturing oontraota, but these may not be 
considered never-failing sources of supply, and it seems clear that thoa^ 
whcse contracts are stiU alive when these sources fail or when tti.^ 
money realized from them proves inadequate must suffer. 

It appears reasonably certain that under the law as it now stan(3^ 
in this State in a suit for dissolution a receiver can not be appointee^ 
until judgment for dissolution has been obtained. 

I would therefore suggest that Chapter V, Title IX, Part II of the 
Code of Civil Procedure be amended, enlai^ing the power of the 
courts in actions of the nature of quo warranto, so that, at the in- 
stance and request of the Attomey-iGeneral, and upon a proper show- 
ing being made, an iujxmetion may be issued pendente lite, restraining 
the diversion of funds and, at the same time, a receiver appointed. 

Escheated Estates. 

During the term of my predecessor and during my own term, the 
attention of this ofQce has been particularly directed to the law con- 
cerning escheated estates. For several reasons, that branch of our 
jurisprudence has been more carefully considered and more minutely 
discussed than ever previously in the history of the State, and the 
laws governing escheated estates have been found very involved and 
conflicting. The proceeding entitled "In the Matter of the Estate of 
James Miner, deceased," was decided by a divided court, some of the 
Justices entertaining very strong views on behalf of the petitioning 
heirs, and others of the Justices holding as firmly against the peti- 
tioners. 

I would therefore recommend that a statute governing the subject of 
escheated estates be passed by the Legislature, remedying the difficul- 
ties which have been met with. 

MONTGOMEBT AVENUB BOND CASES. 

On April 1, 1872, an Act was passed entitled "An Act to open and 
establish a public street in the City and County of San Francisco, 
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to be called Montgomery Aveniiej and to take private lands therefor." 
Subsequently the land was taken, bonds were issued to pay therefor, 
the bonds were sold and were, for a time, popularly deemed to be valid. 
Thereafter, in an action brought to determine their validity, a judg- 
ment was obtained holding that they were illegally issued and that the 
Montgomery Avenue Bond District was not liable thereon. Later, 
another action was commenced against the City and County of San. 
Francisco, and, by a decision of the Supreme Court bad therein, it was 
determined that the city and county was not liable on the bonds. In 
June, 1904, two actions were commenced against the State for the 
purpose of recovering the aggregate sum of $2,130,250 principal of 
and interest on certain of these bonds, which cases are pending before 
the Superior Court of Sacramento County. 

Jessup Fund Cases. 

Louis B. Jessup is, and has been for a number of years, an inmate 
of the California Home for the Care and Training of Feeble-Minded 
Children. By the will of his mother, Hannah M. Jessup, who died in 
1892, while he was an inmate of the institution, there was bequeathed 
to the then trustees of the Home, and to their successors in ofBce, the 
sum of $3,000 in trust, to be invested by the trustees, the income there- 
from to be used for his benefit, and, at his death, the amount of the 
trust fund then in the hands of the trustees to revert to the general 
fund of the Home, 

The Legislature of 1903 appointed a committee to investigate an 
alleged conversion of this trust fund by certain persons, during the 
year 1902. The committee caused its proceedings to be taken down 
in shorthand and transcribed, and transmitted a copy thereof to me, 
with directions to commence such actions as to me should seem proper, 
I have commenced two suits, one against James A. Snook & Co., to 
whom $2,700 of the fund is alleged to have been paid, and the other 
against the Puget Sound Lumber Company, which is alleged to have 
received about $900 of the fund. In each action. Dr. William M, 
Lawlor, the Superintendent of the Home, Herbert F. Dugan, the Pres- 
ident of t'he Board of Trustees, and H. E. Leland and C. W. Gould, 
two of the Trustees of the Home at the time of the alleged conversion, 
have been made parties defendant. Both eases are now on trial, pend- 
ing a decision of the defendants' motion for a nonsuit. 

United Railroads op San Fkancisco vs. Coloan, et al. 

At the time of the adoption of the Constitution of 1879, the members 
of the Constitutional Convention had probably never heard of inter- 
urban railroads, which have become so important a factor in the prob- 
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lem of modem tran^ortation. The GonBtitution did not, therefore, 
expresdy provide for the maimer in which such railroads should be 
assessed. In the above-entitled case the qnestiou to be determined hy 
the court is, whether the assessors of the several counties, instead of the 
State Board of Eqiuilization, have authority to assess a railroad which 
is in whole or in part engaged in the operation of an intemrbau line. 
The question is a novel one, to determine which there are very few 
authorities for guidance. The action will be pressed to a speedy hear- 
ing, )md will probably be carried to the highest conrts for final deter- 
mination. 

People, etc., vs. Edblmak; Peopi:^, etc., vs. Woodvtabd. 

At the last session of the Legislature, a new section was added ^^i:^ 
the Political Code of the State, numbered 1003o. I may state tl^^^-t, 
from information obtained from the legislative journals, this 8^«>. 
tion was passed for the purpose of securing a uniformity as to tli^ 
beginning and ending of the terms of certain of the public officers o* 
the State. Acting under the provisions of the section, you deeme^ 
the terms of certain notaries public in the City and County of San 
Pranciseo to have expired by operation of law, and you thereupon 
made appointments to fill the vacancies thus existing. Tour authority 
in the premises has been questioned by Charles Edelman and Edwin 
W. Woodward, two persons claiming to be notaries public and whose 
terms you considered aa having expired. Under instructions from 
you, I commenced an action against each of the individuals named, 
to obtain a juc^ment that he was usurping the office claimed by him. 
Although I very fuUy presented to the trial judge my views of the law, 
the court decided against the plaintiff's contentions. Findings have 
been prepared, and counsel Eire now awaiting the return of the trial 
judge from his vacation, in order to perfect an appeal and carry the 
matter to the Supreme Court. 

HONEYCUTT vs. COLGAN. 

This was a proceeding in mandamus by the Auditor of Madera 
Comity, to compel the State Controller, in making hig annual settle- 
ment with the county, to deduct from the county's payment an amount 
sufficient to cover the sum I'eeeived by the State from the county, 
during many years past, on account of penalties on delinquent tases, 
collected under an incorrect construction of the provisions of Sections 
3816 and 3817 of the Political Code. It is the practice to divide these 
penalties between the county and the State, in the proportion that the 
State rate of taxation bears to the county rate. After a full hearing, 
the demurrer of the respondent to the amended petition was sustained 
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by the Stiperior Court of Sacramento County, and it ia my confident 
belief that, slionld the petitioner appeal, the mling of the lower court 
will be affirmed by the Sapreme Court of the State. The proceeding 
was a most important one, for had the petitioner prevailed, all of the 
counties in the State woiild doubtless have commenced similar proceed- 
ing, at a cost to the State of millions of dollars. 

In tee Matteb of the Estate of Adolph Sutbo, Deceased. 

By the last will and testament of the late Adolph Sutro, admitted 
to probate in January, 1899, there was created an elaborate charitable 
trust. By the terms of the tmst, some 1,150 acres of unimproved 
property in the City and County of San Francisco, extending from the 
A£Qliated Colleges to Ii^leside, and nsnally called "Sutro Forest," 
ai^ also about twen^ acres of improved property commonly known 
as "Sutro Heights," are to be held by the executors of the will, in 
trust, for ten years after the death of the deceased, and are then to 
go to a board of tmstees ; none of the propperty to be sold or disposed 
of, however, except for the purposes of paying the expenses of main- 
taining the same, until after the death of the last surviving child of 
the deceased. After the death of such child, the property is to be 
sold by the trustees and the funds realized therefrom are to be man- 
aged and applied by them "for such charities, institutions of learning 
and science, and for premiums to be set apart tor distinguished scholar- 
ships and scientific discoveries and inventions" as shall have thereto- 
fore been directed by the executors of the will, it being provided in the 
will that such directions of the executors be recorded in the County Re- 
corder's ofSce of San Francisco within three years after the death of 
the deceased, or, in default of such directions, tliat the board of trus- 
tees, by proper resolutions, designate the application of sneh funds. 
The will provides that the board of trustees shall consist of the Gov- 
ernor of the State of California, the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the State of California, the Presiding Judge of the Superior 
Court of the City and County of San Francisco, the United States Cir- 
cuit Judge for the District of California, the Mayor of the City and 
Coimty of San Francisco, the President of the Board of Regents of 
the University of California, and their successors in office, and aix 
other members to be chosen by the above named, three from among 
the leading .bankers of San Francisco and three from among the male 
descendants of the deceased or those of his brothers bearing the name 
of Sutro. 

A contest of the will was filed before probate to determine the val- 
idity of the trust. At the time of the death of the deceased his estate 
was in a condition commonly known as "land poor." A bankii^ 



D,g,l,..cbyCOOglC 



BHPOBT OE- ATTORNEST-OENBRAL. 11 

institution of San Francisco held a mortgage against the property of 
the estate for over $800,000, and immediate foreclosure proceedings 
were threatened. Fending the ■will contest, special administrators had 
been appointed by the probate court, but, under the law, such adminis- 
tratoPB had no power to sell aAy of the property for the purpose of 
discharging the mortgage against it, or paying the interest thereon. 
lu order, therefore, that the property might not be entirely lost to the 
estate, a pro forma judgment of the Superior Court was had in the 
contest proceeding, declaring the trust invalid, and thereupon the will 
was admitted to probate, the executors named therein duly qualified, 
and the matter of the mortgage was so settled as to allow the estate to 
remain intact. Subsequently a complaint was filed by certain heirs, 
under Section 1664 of the Code of Civil Procedure, to determine heir- 
ship to the trust property, and thereafter petitions for distribution 
were filed by certain heirs to have distributed to them portions of the 
real property so bequeathed in trust. The matters have been partially 
ai^ued and continued to September 20, 1904, for further argument. 

It is contended by the executors of the will, who are anxioiis that the 
trusts created thereby should stand, and also by counsel representing 
the persons named as a board of tmstera, that the judgment of the 
Superior Court declaring the trust invalid, is void, for the reason, 
among others, that none of the persons named as a board of trustees 
were made parties to the contest. Several of the most able members 
of the bar of the State have expressed the <^inion that the trust is a 
valid one, and can now be enforced. 

A conservative appraisement of Uie value of the property bequeathed 
in trust, places it at over $800,000, and it is estimated that the property 
wiU be worth, when available for the uses of the trust, several millions 
of dollars. 

Leave to Sub Matters. 

Under the provisions of Chapter V, Title IX, Part II of the Code of 
Civil Procedure, the power is vested in the Attorney-General to deter- 
mine when permission shall be granted to a private party to use the 
name of the People of the State in maintaining an action against any 
person who usurps, intrudes into, or unlawfully holds or exercises any 
public ofBce, civil or military, or any franchise within the State. Such 
matters have, for many years, been designated by the office as "Leave 
to Sue" cases. 

During the period covered by this report, I have passed upon thirty- 
two such applications, granting eighteen of them and refusing ten, 
leaving four now pending. Each of these applications has required 
from the o£Soe as much attention and research as have been given to 
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any prominent civil ease ctuning before me, and it frequently iLappens 
that in this manner matters of the highest importance are presented 
to me for my determination in a judicial capacity. 

It is my belief that the law in this behalf should be changed. The 
responsibility referred to should be transferred to and left with the sev- 
eral Superior Courts of the State, the tribunals in which the Constita- 
tion clearly places original jurisdiction over such matters. Section 5 of 
Article TI of the Constitution provides that " • • • said courts, 
and their judges, shall -have power to issne writs of mandamus, cer- 
tiorari, prohibition, quo warranto, and habeas corpus, on petition by 
or on behalf of any person in actnal custocfy in Qieir respective coun- 
ties." Acting, apparently, under the authority of the constitutional 
provision above quoted, the L^islature has, by Chapter I, Title I, Part 
III of the Code of Civil Procedure, vested in the courts named the 
power to issue writs of review, by Chapter II to issue writs of mandate, 
and by Chapter III to issue writs of prohibition. I can perceive, no 
good reason why the power to control the issuance of writs of quo 
warranto should be vested in the Attorney-General, an executive officer. 
On the other hand, many excellent reasons are apparent why sueh 
power should be vested in and allowed to remain with the courts, where 
it can be administered much more satisfactorily to the people in gen- 
eral than under the present system. The court having jurisdiction to 
try the suit should be vested with the power to determine whether 
leave to commence the same should be granted. 

SPECIAL COtlNSEL. 

In the ease of B. D. Murphy, etc., et al. vs. C. F. Curry, as Secretary 
of State, etc., more fully reported in the schedule annexed hereto, I 
deemed it necessary to authorize the employment by Mr. Curry, of Mr, 
Thomas D. Eiordau as special counsel to represent him in the pn>- 
ceeding, which was accordingly done, with the understanding that Mr. 
Hiordan should look to the Legislature for compensation. At the ses- 
sion of the Legislature in 1903, an appropriation of $250 was made to 
Mr. Biordan, in full of the claim presented by him for his services. 

In March, 1904, I was advised by Mr. J. W. P. Laird, District At- 
torney of Kern County, appointed to succeed Mr. J. W. Ahem, 
deceased, that he was disqualified to prosecute a ease then pending for 
preliminary examination, entitled The People, etc., vs. Chanalor, et al., 
by reason of the fact that, prior to his appointment, he had been 
attorney for the defendants. The prosecution was for an assault with 
intent to commit murder, alleged to have been committed in April, 1901, 
and arose out of a dispute concerning the title or the right of possession 
to certain mining claims in the Midway Oil District in Kern County. 
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Acting under the provisions of Section 472 of the Political Code, 
I appointed M. W, W, Kaye as special counsel to prosecute the case, 
with the understanding that he was to look to the Legislature for the 
payment of a reasonable compensation for his services. 

Mr. Kaye gave his earnest attention to the case, and caused to be 
presented to the committing magistrate, during a somewhat lengthy 
hearing, all of the evidence available against tbe defendants. There- 
after, the justice of the peace sustained a motion to dismiss for want of 
evidence. 

Under the section of the Code above cited, Mr, Kaye's fee for his 
services is a legal charge against the State, and I would recommend 
that the Legislature make an appropriation to pay the same. 

In this connection I would call attention to that portion of Section 
472, Subdivision 2, of the Political Code, reading as follows : 
"* * ' Whenever a District Attorney in any county in this State 
shall, for any reason, become disqualified from conducting any crim- 
inal prosecution within such county, the Attomey-Gleneral may employ- 
special counsel to conduct such prosecution, and the attorney's fee in 
such case shall be a legal charge against the State." 

I see no more reason for making the fee of the attorney in cases 
of this kind a chai^ against the State, than there is for making the 
salary of the District Attorney such a charge, and I would therefore 
recommend that the section be so amended aa to read ' ' and the attor- 
ney 's fee in such case shall be a legal charge against the coimty." 

JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE STATE. 
The only money judgment finally obtained against the State durii^ 
the past two years was in an action which has been pending for a num- 
ber of years, entitled Lucy Jane Harvey vs. Board of Trustees of 
"Whittier State School, et al., brought to recover damages for the vio- 
lation by the "Whittier State School of the terms of a lease between the 
school and the plaintiff. On September 6, 1901, judgment was rendered 
for the plaintiff in the sum of $1,035, with interest from the date of 
jud^iment at seven per -cent per annum, and costs. The defendants 
appealed, and on March 7, 1904, the judgment of the lower court was 
afOrmed and has therefore become final. 

CRIMINAL APPEALS. 
During the two years last past, one hundred and twenty-two appeals 
to the Supreme Court in criminal cases have been received at my office, 
and a peculiar coincidence may be noted in the fact that this was 
the precise number of similar appeals received during the two years 
immediately preceding. 
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These appeals have entailed upon the office tbe writing of some one 
.hundred and thirty hriefs, in addition to numerous ai^nments and 
the presentation of or opposition to nnmerous motions and petitions. 

I desire to say in this behalf, that the Supreme Court has of late 
been very expeditions in disposing of criminal cases submitted to it 
on appeal. At one time shortly after I assumed office, there were orer 
fifty cases imder submission to the Court, while at the date of this 
report there are but nineteen cases before the Court for its decision. 

Of the 171 criminal cases reported in the annexed sehedule, 33 were 
briefed and undecided at the date of the last report, and subsequently 
16 of these were affirmed, 14 reversed, and 3 dismissed. The 138 
remaining cases may be tabulated as follows : 

Decided in lavor of the People 75 

Decided in faTor of the Defendant.. 23 

Dismissed, or affirmed on the record 3 

Total disposed of -..101 

Under sabmlselon to the Court - _ 18 

Briefed and ready for submission '. 8 

Pending in various stages tO 



Each of the criminal appeals has been given the most careful and 
thorough examination and presentation, and the resnlts are gratifying. 

There has come to my attention an abuse that should be remedied, 
in the matter of the printing of transcripts on appeal in criminal cases. 
In the majority of such cases the record is much more voluminous than 
it should be, and in some instances this fault is eartied to such an extent ■ 
as to be subject to the severest criticism. Transcripts have reached 
the ofSce in which lengthy instructions, as given or refused by the trial 
court, have been printed in full as many as three times— once in the 
judgment roll, once in the bill of exceptions, and f^ain elsewhere in 
the record. The instructions are, as a matter of law, a part of the 
judgment roll, and if printed bat once in the record, in their proper 
place, every purpose of an appeal will be accomplished. 

Another phase of this same abuse is the printing of the testimony 
in extenso, as transcribed by the court reporter, instead of reducing it 
to a condensed narrative form, as required by law. Testimony alto- 
gether irrelative to, and having no possible bearing upon any point 
involved in the appeal, is often inserted at length, by question and 
answer, and serves only the purpose of incumbering the record and 
castmg upon the county a heavy and unneccf^ary expense for print- 
ing. It may also be remarked that, in some of the transcripts which 
have come to the office, page after page is so arranged in the devotion 
of an entire line to question and answer of but a word or two each, that 
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not more than thirty or thirty-five words occur to a printed folio, and 
less than a folio to a page. 

There is also a phase of the procedure on appeal in criminal cases 
which would appear to admit ol improvement. I refer to the great 
and apparently unnecessary delay oeenrring hetweeu the date of the 
judgment and the date of the settlement of the bill of exceptions. By 
an examination of the schedule appended hereto, you will observe 
that a year or two frequently elapses between these two dates. For 
this delay I can discover no good excuse. 

OPINIONS. AND CONSULTATIONS. 

Daring the two years covered by this report I have written three 
hundred and forty opinions, addressed to the various ofSeers and de- 
partments of the State government, and to the District AttomeyB of 
the State. 

This department is one of the busiest in the office. To it was assigned 
the work of passing upon the validity of the several bond issues in 
which the State, through its Board of Examiners, has, during the past 
two years, invested a lai-ge amount of the State school moneys. Bond 
issues aggregating in amount over $2,500,000 have been passed upon. 
The approval of the form of contracts for State buildings, supplies, 
etc., and the examination of abstracts of title to property about to be 
acquired by the various State institutions or commissioners, also cornea 
before this department. 

STATE BOARDS. 

As a member of the State Board of Examiners and of the State 
Commission in Lunacy, I have, either in person or by my assistant, 
attended the large number of meetings of those boards and partici- 
pated in their deliberations, the results of which will be reported to 
you through other channels. 

As a member of the Board of Military Auditors I have joined in 
auditing the claims for the maintenance of the National Guard. 

REPORTS OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 
I append to my report, in tabulated form, the data received by me 
from the several District Attorneys of the State, and I would call at- 
tention to the excellent work being done by these officers. You will 
observe that, of the total number of persons brought to trial on felony 
charges in this State during the two years, eighty-five per cent have 
been convicted. This, I believe, is quite contrary to the popular esti- 
mate. It evidences efficient and fearless performance of duty by the 
District Attorneys of the State, and shows that our citizens, vAen 
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called Upon to act aa jurors, honestly and intelligently perform that 
duty. This result furnishes an answer to the criticisms bo frequently- 
made of the jury qrBtem in the administrstion of criminal law. 

Of ibe 2,120 convictions, but a trifle over one per cent have been re- 
versed on appeal, and in a majority of the eases so reversed the defend- 
ants have been reconvicted upon a new trial, 

CONTINGENT FUND DEFICIENCY. 

The contingent fund of the ofBee has been found to be inadequate to 
its needs, and I was compelled to incur expenses in excess of the ap- 
propriation to the extent of $111.23, for which the State Board of 
Examiners has certified a deficiency allowance. I would ask that an 
appropriation be recommended to the L^islatnre to cover the amount 
named. 

CONCLUSION. 

The work of my department is at present up to date, although at 
times it has taxed the energy of my entire ofQce force to the utmost to 
keep it so. 

The period covered by this report begins with the date of my ap- 
pointment to the office of Attorney-General, to succeed the Hon. 
Tirey L. Ford, resigned, and 1 desire to say that the orderly con- 
dition in which the affairs of the office were found by me has had 
much to do with the results accomplished during the first two years 
of my incumbency. 

Respectfully submitted. 

U. S. WEBB, 

Attorney-General. 

P. S.— Since the preparation of the foregoing report, the Supreme 
Court has rendered decisions in all of the appealed "Coyote Scalp 
Cases," determining all questions, involved in the several appeals, 
adversely to the State's contentions. 
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CASES IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

John E. Sexton, Plaintiff in Error, vs. The People of the State of 
California, Defendant in Error. Appeal from an order and judgment 
of the Supreme Court of the State of California, afiSrming a judgment of 
conviction theretofore had in the Superior Court of El Dorado County. 
The motion of defendant in error to dismiss the appeal was denied 
and the cause ordered upon the regular calendar upon its merits. 
After argument and briefs, the Supreme Court of the United States, 
on April 6, 1903, affirmed the decision of the State Supreme Court, 
and awarded to defendant in error its costs in the sum of $69.90, and 
subsequently denied the petition of plaintiff in error for a rehearing. 
On August 3, 1903, the mandate of the United States Conrt was pre- 
sented to the Supreme Court of the State, and an order made direct- 
ing that it he filed'and spread upon the minutes, that remittitur issue 
forthwith, and that respondent have judgment and execution out of 
the Superior Court for $69.90. On August 17, 1903, the judgment was 
docketed in the Superior Court and execution issued, and on October 
9, 1903, the execution was returned by the Sheriff wholly unsatisfied. 
Closed. 

Bert Ross, Appellant, vs. Martin Aguirre, Warden, etc.. Respondent. 
Appeal from an order of the United States Circuit Court, Northern 
District of California, denying petition for writ of habeas corpus. 
The case was ar^ed by counsel for respective parties at Washington, 
and briefs were filed; on November 2, 1903, the order of the United 
States Circuit Court was affirmed, and on November 11, 1903, the man- 
date of the United States Supreme Court was presented to the Circuit 
Court and ordered filed and spread upon the minutes. Closed. 

J. D. Spreckels, Appellant, vs. George W. Wittman, Appellee. 
Appeal from an order of the United States Circuit Court, Northern 
District of California, denying petition for writ of habeas corpus. 
On December 14, 1902, the appeal was dismissed, by the direction and 
on the authority of counsel for appellant. Closed. 

W. S. Leake, Appellant, vs. George W. Wittjnan, Appellee. (Same 
as Spreckels vs. Wittman, supra.) Closed. 
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Lee Look, Plaintiff in Error, V3. The People of the State of Califor- 
nia, Defendant in Error. (No. 333, October term 1904.) Appeal from 
an order and judgment of the Supreme Court of the State of Califor- 
nia, affirming a judgment of conviction of murder in the first degree 
theretofore had in the Superior Conrt of Santa Clara County. 
Plaintiff in error has noticed a motion for an order permitting him to 
proceed in forma pauperis. On September 6, 1904, defendant in error 
served notices of motion to dismiss, to affirm or to advance on cal- 
endar, and its argument on such motions, together with its brief. 

In the Matter of the Estate of Cornelia E. CampbeU, deceased. 
George 0. Campbell, et al.. Plaintiffs in Error. Appeal from an order 
and judgment of the Supreme Court of the State of California, affirm- 
ing that portion of a decree of distribution theretofore entered in the 
Superior Court of the City and County of San Franoisco, directing 
the payment of collateral inheritance tax. This office appears for the 
State, which, although not a party, is interested in the result of the 
litigation. 
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CIVIL CASES IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE 
OF CALIFORNIA. 

Lucy Jane Harvey, Respondent, vs. Board of Trustees of Wkittier 
State School, et al., Appellants. By complaint in the Superior Court 
of Los Angeles County for $785, damages for violation of terms of 
lease. Judgment for plaintiff ; defendants appealed, and on March 7 , 
1904, the judgment of the lower court was affirmed. Petition for re- 
hearing subsequently denied. Closed. 

In the Matter of the Estate of James Miner, deceased. By petitioxi 
of Harriet N. Connell, in the Superior Court of Sacramento Count^^, 
for an order directing the payment to her, as the heir of deceased, of 
$3,134.21, escheated moneys in the State Treasury to the credit of sa,i<J 
estate. Judgment and decree for petitioner; respondents ap. 
pealed, and on May 6, 1904, the judgment of the lower court was 
affirmed on rehearing. Closed. 

State of California, by E. P. Colgan, as State Controller, Appellant, 
vs. County of Sonoma, Respondent. In the Superior Court of Sonoma 
County by complaint for $6,033, maintenance of inmates in Home for 
Feeble-Minded Children. Demurrer to complaint sustained, and upon 
plaintiff declining to amend, judgment ordered for defendant. 
Plaintiff appealed, and on June 12, 1903, the judgment of the lower 
court was affirmed. Closed. 

Jeremiah F. Sullivan, et al.. Respondents, vs. Henry T. Gage, et al., 
as State Board of Examiners, Appellants. In the Superior Court of 
the City and County of San Francisco, for mandamus to compel de- 
fendants to approve plaintiffs' claim, pursuant to requirements of 
Act of March 27, 1899. Judgment for plaintiffs, and defendants 
appealed. Argued and submitted on August 11, 1904. 

E. B. Edson, et al., as and constituting the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of California, Plaintiffs and Appellants, vs. 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company, et al.. Defendants and Respond- 
ents. In the Superior Court of the City and County of San Fran- 
cisco, by complaint to restrain defendants from disobeying an order 
of the Board of Railroad Commissionerai, directing defendants to 
restore their competitive rates for the carriage of passengers between 
the cities of Fresno and San Francisco. On February 17, 1903, judg- 
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meot was ordered for defeadauta, and plaintiffs appealed ; on July 22, 
1.904, the judgment of the lower court was affirmed, and subsequently 
the appellant's petition for a rehearing was denied. Closed. 

W. F. Buttle, Appellant, vs. M. J. Wright, etc., Respondent. In the 
Superior Court of the City and County of San Francisco, for man- 
damus to compel defendant to approve plaintiff's application to pur- 
chase State lands. Demurrer to petition sustained, petition denied, 
and petitioner appealed. On July 18, 1903, the order of the lower 
court was affirmed. Closed. 

County of Santa Barbara, AppeUant, vs. Savings and Loan Society, 
et al.. Respondents. In the Superior Court of Santa Barbara County, 
by complaint to recover delinquent taxes, and for a decree directing 
sale of real estate and payment of taxes from proceeds. Judgment for 
defendant and plaintiff appealed. On October 11, 1902, the judgment 
of the lower court was affirmed. Closed. 

I. H. Polk, Appellant, vs. State of California, Respondent. In the 
Superior Court, of Los Angeles County by complaint to recover $7,709.50 
for services to Board of Railroad Commissioners as expert. Judgment 
for defendant, and plaintiff appealed. On January 24, 1903, the judg- 
ment of the lower court was affirmed. Closed. 

F. W. Swasey, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. County of Shasta, De- 
fendant and Appellant. By petition, in the Superior Court of Shasta 
County for a perpetual writ of prohibition, restraining the Supervis- 
ors of defendant county from proceeding further in the awarding of a 
contract for construction of a fence around county court-house. Judg- 
ment for plaintiff and defendant appealed. On December 22, 1903, 
the judgment of the lower court was affirmed, and subsequently a peti- 
tion for rehearing was denied. Closed. 

County of El Dorado, Respondent, vs. George H. Gilbert, AppeUant. 
By complaint in the Superior Court of El Dorado County, to recover 
$1,022.90, illegally withheld by defendant as Tax Collector. Judgment 
for plaintiff, and defendant appealed. The appeal was dismissed, by 
stipulation of the parties, on February 27, 1903. Closed. 

Columbia Savings Bank, Respondent, vs. County of Los Angeles, 
AppeUant. By complaint in the Superior Court of Los Angeles 
County, to recover $828.90, taxfe and penalties paid under prot^. 
Judgment for plaintiff, and defendant appealed. On October 11, 1901, 
the judgment of the lower court was affirmed. Closed. 

John Porco, Respondent, vs. State Board of Barber Examiners^ 
Appellant. In the Superior Court of Napa County, for mandamus to 
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compel issuance to plaintiff of a barber's eertifieate, etc. Judgment 
for plaintiff, and defendant appealed. On June 24, 1903, the appeal 
was dismissed, the statute under which defendants and appellants were 
acting having been repealed by the Ivegislature of 1903. Closed. 

Benjamin F. Bledsoe, Petitioner, vs. E. P. Colgan, as State Con- 
troller, Respondent. In the Supreme Court of the State of California, 
by petition for writ of mandamus to compel issuance of warrant for 
salary to petitioner, as Superior Judge of San Bernardino County. 
After argument and briefs, the application for writ was, on December 
5, 1902, denied. Closed. 

Bernard D. Murphy, as Chairman of the Democratic State Central 
Committee of California, et al.. Petitioners, vs. Charles F. Curry, 
Secretary of State, Respondent. In the Supreme Court of the State of 
California, by petition for writ of mandate to compel respondent to 
certify to the nomination of E. J. Livemash as the Democratic nomi- 
nee for Representative in Congress from the Fourth Congressional 
District. After argument and briefs, peremptory writ was, on Octo- 
ber 14, 1902, ordered issued as prayed for. Closed. 

The United Labor Party, Petitioner, vs. Charles F. Curry, Secre- 
tary of State, Respondent. In the Supreme Court of the State of 
California, by petition for writ of mandate to compel respondent to 
place the nominees of petitioner upon the general State ballot. After 
ai^nment, the petition was, on October 11, 1902, denied. Closed. 



In the Matter of the Estate of Jeremiah Pendergast, 
the Superior Court of the City and County of San Francisco, by 
petition of John Fitzpatrick, et al., for an order directing the pay- 
ment to them of $11,440, escheated moneys in the State Treasury to 
credit of said estate. Decree for petitioners, and State appealed. On 
April 30, 1904, the decree of the lower court was affirmed in part and 
reversed in part. Closed. 

In the Matter of the Estate of Henry E. Winchester, deceased. 
Appeal from an order of the Superior Court of Santa Barbara County, 
fixing and directing the payment of collateral inheritance tas. On 
September 3, 1903, the order of the lower court was reversed. Closed. 

John T. Harrington, Petitioner, vs. George C. Pardee, Governor, 
etc.. Respondent. In the Superior Court of Sacramento County, by 
petition for writ of mandate to compel respondent to issue to petitioner 
a commission of office as Director of the California Home for the Care 
and Training of Feeble-Minded Children. Demurrer to petition sus- 
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tained, and upon petitioner declining to amend, jadgment for respond- 
ent. Petitionei; appealed; respondent's brief filed September 2, 1903. 

In the Matter of the Controversy without Action between Jokn F. i 
Schwartz, County Treasurer of the County of San Diego, Respondent, 
and County of San Diego, Appellant. In the Superior Court of San 
Diego County, on an agreed ease to determine the right of Schwartz 
to retain five per cent commission on collateral inheritance taxes 
collected by him. Judgment waa rendered that the county was not i 
entitled to recover from Schwartz, whereupon the county appealed. 
Cause briefed, and on May 16, 1904, submitted to the court in bank. 

The People of the State of CaUfornia, Respondent, vs. Alfred D. 
Mason, Appellant Appeal of defendant from an order of the Superior 
Court of San Diego County denying defendant's motion to vacate a 
judgment theretofore rendered by said court foreclosing defendant's 
interest in certificate of purchase of State school lands. Cause briefed 
on appeal, and, on July 6, 1904, ordered submitted. 

The People of the State of California, Respondent, vs. Sarah J. 
McFadden, Appellant. (Same nature and court as People vs. Mason, 
supra.) On August 17, 1904, the order of the lower court was aflirmed. 

Closed. 

The People of the State of California, Respondent, vs. Smith Norris, 
Appellant. (Same nature and court as People va. Mason, supra.) 
On August 17, 1904, the order of the lower court was affirmed. 

Closed. 

Stewart Law and Collection Company, AppeUant, vs. County of Ala- 
meda, Respondent. In the Superior Court of Alameda County, to 
recover $876.15 road taxes, paid under protest. Demurrer to complaint 
sustained, and, plaintiff declining to amend, judgment for defendant. 
Plaintiff appealed, and on April 1, 1904, judgment of lower court re- 
versed. Closed. 

W. S. Millard, Respondent, vs. County of Kern, Appellant. In the 
Superior Court of Kem County, to recover $405, alleged by plaintiff 
to be due him for fees as justice of the peace. Judgment for plaintiff, j 
and defendant appealed. Respondent's brief filed June 11, 1904. 

Palomares Land Company, Appellant, vs. County of Los Angeles, 
Respondent. In the Superior Court of Los Angeles County, to recover i 
$719.59, with interest and costs, paid by plaintiff on account of al- 
leged erroneous assessments. Judgment for plaintiff for $192, where- [ 
upon plaintiff appealed. Appellant's supplemental brief filed August 
35, 1904. 
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County of Alameda, Respondent, vs. Henry P. Dalton, et al., Ap- 
pellants. In the Superior Court of Alameda County, to recover from 
defendant and his bondsmen $3,825.15 and interest, being fifteen per 
cent of coUections by defendant on account oE State poll taxes in 1899, 
and retained by him to his own use. Judgment for plaintiff for 
$4,471.65, and costs, and defendants appealed. Respondent's brief 
filed May 31, 1904. 

John J. Bauer, Appellant, vs. The State of Cidifomia, Respondent. 
In the Superior Court of Sacramento County, to recover $11,770, ac- 
count of claims for bounty on coyote scalps. Judgment for defendant, 
and plaintiff appealed. Cause briefed, and on May 17, 1904, submitted 
to the court in bank. 

The San Francisco Law and Collection Company, Respondent, vs. 
The State of California, Appellant. Two suits, subsequently consoli- 
dated, in the Superior Court of Sacramento County, to recover 
$29,755, account of claims for bounty on coyote acalps. Judgment in 
consolidated actions, for plaintiff, for $8,875, Defendant appealed, 
and on May 17, 1904, cause submitted to the court in bank. 

Robert R. Potter, Respondent, vs. State of California, Appellant. 
In the Superior Court of Tuolumne County, to recover- $1,335, account 
of claims for bounty on coyote scalps. Judgment for plaintiff for 
$1,315; defendant appealed, and on May 17, 1904, cause submitted to 
the court in bank. 

Charles Bickerdike (Respondent in one appeal and Appellant in 
another appeal) vs. The State of California (Appellant in one appeal 
and Respondent in another appeal). In the Superior Court of Sac- 
ramento County, to recover $72,330, account of claims for bounty on 
coyote scalps. Judgment for plaintiff for $59,680. Both parties 
appealed from the juttement, and on May 17, 1904, both appeals were 
submitted to the court in bank. 

In the Matter of the Application of James B. Clifton, for Writ of 
Eaieas Corpus. By petition for writ of habeas eorpns, directed to 
the Warden of Folsom Prison, restoring petitioner to his liberty. 
The question involved is: "Where two or more sentences are concur- 
rently imposed, are credits to be computed on the a^regate period of 
imprisonment, or shall credits be compnted separately on each sepa- 
rate term 1 On July 11, 1904, return made on writ, and matter argued 
and submitted. 
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CIVIL CASES IN SUPERIOR COURTS OF THE STATE 
OF CALIFORNIA. 

People, etc., et «l., vs. N. M. Orr, et al. Sacramento County, to re- 
cover from defendant Orr, as principal, and his soreties, $12,501.08, 
misappropriated as treasurer of Stockton State Hospital. On Novem- 
ber 11, 1903, judgment for plaintiff for $1,871.03, with interest at 
ten per cent per annum from May 14, 1896, and $467.75 penalty. 
Transcripts of judgment filed in San Joaquin County, and notices to 
pay judgment served. Matter pending settlement. 

People, etc., vs. Fresno Loan and Savings Bank, et al. Fresno 
County, to enjoin defendants from further transaction of business, 
except for purposes of liquidation. Judgment for plaintiff June 8, 
1897. Subsequently the petition of defendants that the judgment be 
declared satisfied and that the defendant ^e allowed to resume business 
was granted, and a judgment rendered dissolving the injunction there- 
tofore issued. Closed. 

In the Matter of Ike Estate of Jacob Smith, deceased. Sacramento 
County, by petition of Mrs. Catherine Clemens for an order directing 
the payment to her, as heir of deceased, of $200, escheated moneys in 
the State Treasury to the credit of said estate. State's demurrer to 
petition overruled, and thereafter action was suspended pending de- 
cision of Supreme Court In re Estate of Miner, since which no further 
proceedings have been bad. 

In the Matter of the Estate of John Vennie, deceased. Saera^ 
mento County, by petition of Samuel Vennie for an order directing the 
payment to him, as heir of deceased, of $561.17, escheated moneys in 
the State Treasury to the credit of said estate. Matter partially heard 
on October 29, 1898, and continued for further evidence. 

In the Matter of the Estate of Oeorge Shaw, deceased. Sacramento 
Connty, by petition of Mrs. Ellen Perkins for an order directing the 
payment to her, as heir of deceased, of certain escheated moneys in the 
State Treasury to the credit of said estate. After the filing of the 
answer of the State to the petition, further action was suspended pend- 
ing a decision In re Estate of Miner, by the Supreme Court, since which 
nothing has been done. 
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L. F. J. Wrinkle vs. M. J. Wright, etc. Sacramento County, by- 
petition for mandamus to compel defendant to approve plaintiff's 
application to purchase State lands. Judgment was rendered for 
plaintiff on demurrer to answer; defendant appealed, and on June 6, 
1902, the judgment was reversed and the court below directed to 
overmle demurrer to first and fourth defenses of answer. Thereafter, 
on July 9, 1902, the matter was compromised out of court, between the 
real parties in interest and the cause dismissed. Closed. 

In the Matter of the Estate of John Connolly, deceased. Sacra- 
mento County, by petition of Margaret C. Barry, et al., for an order 
directing the payment to them, as heirs of deceased, of $36.29, es- 
cheated moneys in the State Treasury to the credit of said estate. After 
filing of the State's demurrer to the petition, further action was sus- 
pended pending a decision of the Supreme Court In re Estate of Miner, 
since which nothing has been done. 

Lydia M. Stevens vs. Truman Reeves, as State Treasurer, etc., e,t al. 
Alameda County, to annul a mortgage executed by plaintiff and depos- 
ited with defendant as security of International Indemnity Company, 
an insurance concern. Demurrer to complaint was sustained, without 
leave to amend, and judgment rendered in favor of defendant 
Reeves. The plaintiff appealed, and the Supreme Conrt reversed the 
judgment, with directions to the court below to overrule the demurrer. 
It appearing that the State Treasurer, tmder the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, had no defense, it was stipulated that the plaintiff take 
judgment as j)rayed for, without costs. Closed. 

Jeremiah F. Sullivan, et al., vs. E. P. Colgan, as State Controller, 
etc. City and County of San Francisco, for mandate to compel de- 
fendant to issue his warrant pursuant to requirements of Act of March 
27, 1899. Pending decision of Supreme Conrt in SulUvah, et al., vs. 
Gage, et al. 

In the Matter of the Estate of Hugh Oreen, deceased. Sacramento 
County, by petition of John Green for an order directing the payment 
to him, as heir of deceased, of $721, escheated moneys in the State 
Treasury to the credit of said estate. Answer of State filed October 1, 
1900, since which nothing has been done, q. v. 

San Francisco and San Mateo Electric RaHway Company vs. Tru- 
man Beeves, as State Treasurer, etc. City and County of San Fran- 
cisco, to recover $2,502, taxes alleged to have been unlawfully col- 
lected, and costs. The matter was continued pending decision of the 
Supreme Court in San Francisco and San Mateo Electric BaUway 
Company vs. City and County of San Francisco, and, upon the deter- 
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minatiOB of that action adversely to the defendant, a judgment for 
the plaintiff, as prayed for, was entered on May 27, 1904. Closed. 

Pacific Coast Steamship Company vs. State of California. City and 
County of San Francisco, to recover $2,345.75, damages for loss of 
goods stored on State wharf which coUapsed. On May 15, 1903, the 
action was dismissed, in open court, by consent, the Legislature having 
made an appropriation to pay the claim of the plaintiff (Statutes 1903, 
page 138.) Closed. 

C. J. Tracy and Josie Pursley vs. M. J. Wright, etc. City and 
County of San Francisco, for injunction restraining defendant from 
proceeding further toward perfecting t|itle to certain lands, etc. On 
January 28, 1903, demurrer to amended complaint was sustained, 
without leave to amend, and judgment was entered for defendant. 
Closed. 

County of San Luis Obispo vs. Henry T. Gage, et al., as State Board 
of Examiners, etc. Sacramento County, by petition for mandamus 
to compel State Board of Examiners to allow claim of plaintiff for 
$571.99, support of orphans, etc. Judgment for plaintiff; defendants 
appealed, and on June 22, 1903, judgment of lower court reversed. 
Amended petition filed and served by plaintiff, to which defendants. 
demurred, and matter thereupon continued indefinitely, to be reset on 
motion. 

Daniel E. Hayes, et al., as Directors, and M. G. Aguirre, as Warden, 
etc., vs. Joseph Levy. City and County of San Francisco, to recover 
$3,552.50, unlawful conversion of grain bags, with interest and costs. 
Cause tried, and judgment rendered for plaintiff for $2,825, with in- 
terest from January 17, 1901. On August 1, 1903, judgment paid in 
full in the sum of $3,359.91. Closed. 

In the Matter of the Estate of Thomas Riordan, deceased. Sacra- 
mento County, by petition of Margaret Gubbins for an order directing 
the payment to her, as heir of deceased, of $707.38, escheated moneys 
in the State Treasury to the credit of said estate. On May 21, 1901, 
ordered off calendar, to be reset on motion. 

Thomas L. Moran vs. M, J. Wright, etc. Sacramento County, for 
writ of mandate to compel defendant to file plaintiff's application to 
purchase State lands. Eeturo on writ. Off calendar, to he reset on 
motion. 

W. F. Phillips vs. M. J. Wright, etc. Sacramento County, for writ 
of mandate to compel defendant to file plaintiff's application to pur- 
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chase State lands. Complaints in intervention of intervenors Snow, 
Lake, and Oilman filed July 19, 1901. 

George Engivickt vs. Pacific States Life Assurance Company, Truman 
Beeves, State Treasurer, etc., et al., J. E. T. Watkinson, Intervener. 
City and County of San Francisco, to collect $436 insurance, from the 
deposit of defendant company with State Treasurer. Answer of de- 
fendant Reeves to amended complaint in intervention filed February 
a, 1904. 

Corona Irrigation Company (a corporation) vs. The State of Cal- 
ifornia. Riverside County, to condemn right of way through State 
lands for a canal. Demurrer of defendant ordered off calendar, to be 
reset on motion. 

John Ashurst vs. M. J. Wright, etc. Sacramento County, by pe- 
tition for mandate to compel defendant to issue to plaintiff patent to 
State lands. Plaintiff's closing brief on demurrer served November 
18, 1903. 

Sacramento Electric, Gas, and Railway Company (a corporation) 
vs. Robert M: Fitzgerald, et al., as State Prison Directors, etc. Sac- 
ramento County, for injunction to restrain defendants from interfer- 
ing with use of canal claimed by plaintiff at Polsom. Trial of cause 
completed on June 14, 1904, and matter continued to September 19, 
1904, for argument. 

California and Northern Railway Company vs. State of California, 
Frank E. Herrick, et al. Humboldt County, to condemn right of way 
through State lands for railway purposes. Answer of State filed March 
13, 1902. 

G. 8. Brand vs. E. P. Colgan, etc. Sacramento County, by petition 
for writ of mandate to compel defendant to issue warrant in favor of 
R. Buckingham, the assignor of plaintiff. On November 29, 1902, 
decision for petitioner and peremptory writ ordered issued. Closed. 

J. C. Cullen, as Receiver of the Property of the Pacific States Life 
Assurance Company, vs. Truman Reeves, State Treasurer, etc., et al. 
City and County of San Francisco, to recover possession of certifi- 
cate of deposit for $5,000, deposited by Pacific States Life Assurance 
Company with State Treaurer. On August 7, 1902, it was ordered that 
plaintiff have judgment against defendant Reeves for possession of 
certificate of deposit for $5,000; that he collect the money thereon 
and pay the same into court, and that all claims against said fund be 
presented on September 15, 1902. The State Treasurer, acting on the 



.yCOOgIC 



28 REPORT OF ATTORNEY-OENERAI^ 

advice of the Attorney-General, has refused to comply with the terms 
of this judgment. 

Eureka and Fresh Water RaUway Company vs. The State of Cali- 
fornia, Frank E. Herrick, et al. Humboldt County, t« condemn right 
of way through State lands for railway purposes. Demurrer of defend- 
ant State ordered off calendar, to be reset on motion. 

In the Matter of the Estate of William Warren, deceased. Sacra- 
mento County, by petition of Michael Warren, et al., for an order 
directing the payment to them, as heirs of deceased, of $1,705.55, es- 
cheated moneys in the State Treasury to the credit of said estate. 
Decree for petitioner. Closed. 

County of Butte vs. Henry T. Cage, et al., as State Board of Ex- 
aminers, etc. Sacramento County, by petition for writ of mandate 
to compel approval of claims for maintenance of orphans. After the 
decision of the Supreme Court in County of San Luis Obispo vs. Gage, 
et al., the petitioner filed an amended petition, ■ and the defendants' 
demurrer thereto has been continued indefinitely, to be reset on motion. 

Humboldt Railroad Company vs. State of California,^ John A. Sin- 
clair, et al. Humboldt County, to condemn right of way through State 
lands for railway purposes. Demurrer of State ordered off calendar, 
to be reset on motion. 

Humboldt Railroad Company vs. The State of California, Peter 
Johansen, et al. (Same as last case, hut involving different lands.) 

Humboldt Railroad Company vs. The State of Calif omia, John A. 
Sinclair, et al. (Same as last ease, but involving different lands.) 

Bank of San Mateo vs. The State of CaUfomia. San Mateo Cotmty, 
to recover $750, account of claims for bounty on coyote scalps. Answer 
of defendant filed May 13, 1902, and trial continued, pending decision 
of Supreme Court in case of Bickerdike vs. State. 

The People of the State of California, by Tirey L. Ford, Attorney- 
Qeneral, vs. The Pacific Debenture Company (a corporation). City 
and County of San Francisco, to forfeit defendant's franchise, to dis- 
solve defendant corporation, and to recover $5,000 fine. Answer filed 
August 27, 1902. 

Robert Y. Hayne vs. State of Califomia. San Mateo County, to 
recover $5,000 for legal services rendered to Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners in so-called "grain rate" cases. On October 2, 1902, judg- 
ment was entered for plaintiff, as prayed for. Judgment paid by 
appropriation made by Legislature (Statutes 1903, page 430). Closed. 
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Charles L. Hovey vs. M. J. Wright, etc. Sacramento County, by 
petition for writ of mandate to compel defendant to file plaintiff's 
application to purchase State lands. Demurrer of defendant ordered 
off calendar, to be reset on motion. 

Auburn and Yankee Jim's Turnpike Company vs. The State of Cal- 
ifornia. Sacramento County, to recover $3,024.90, tolls lost to plaintiff 
under a restraining order in an action by defendant to forfeit plain- 
tiff's franchise. On July 3, 1903, defendant's demnrrer to plaintiff's 
complaint sustained. Closed. 

W. H. Brown and J. F. RUey vs. Truman Reeves, State Treasurer, 
etc., Andrew J. Clunie, Insurance Commissioner, etc., et al. City and 
County of San Francisco, to recover insurance from deposit of Decimal 
Mutual Life Insurance Company, on deposit with State Treasurer. 
Action dismissed October 13, 1903. Closed. 

A. L. Fish vs. M. J. Wright, etc. City and County of San Fran- 
cisco, for writ of mandate to compel defendant to file plaintiff's appli- 
cation to purchase State lands. Demurrer ordered off calendar, to be 
reset on motion. 

WUUam W. Houston vs. Victor S. Woods, etc. Sacramento County, 
by petition for mandate to compel defendant to file plaintiff's appli- 
cation to purchase State lands. Cause heard, and on March 6, 1903, 
peremptory writ ordered to issue. Closed. 

In the Matter of the Estate of James Porter, deceased. Sonoma 
County, by petition of William Porter to have distributed to him, as 
heir of deceased, $4,914.75, escheated moneys in State Treasury to 
credit of said estate. On September 5, 1903, proceedings dismissed by 
the court for want of jurisdiction. Closed. 

In the Matter of the Estate of Adolph Sutro, deceased. City and 
County of San Francisco, by complaints of Theodore Shucking, et al,, 
tmder Section 1664, Code of Civil Procedure, to determine heirship 
Involving trust estate for public and charitable uses created by will 
of deceased. Answer of State to complaints filed April 28, 1903. (See 
letter of transmission.) 

Henry E. Ames vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. Sacramento County, 
by petition for writ of mandate to compel defendant to file plaintiff's 
application to purchase State lands. Demurrer to complaint sustained, 
October 7, 1903. 

Peter D. Bernhard vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same court and 
nature as last case.) Demurrer to amended complaint submitted on 
briefs, May 11, 1904. 
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Edna M. Bolton vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same eourt and nature 
as last ease.) On June 11, 1903, demurrer to complaint continued, to 
be reset on motion. 

Frank J. Schviahl vs. Victor S. Woods, etc. (Same as last case.) 

Claus Lindgren vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last case.) 

Alice 8. BoisfeuUlet vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last case.) 

Eohert H. McGowan vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last ease.) 

William Frederick Christ vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last 
case.) 

Edmund L. Smith vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last case.) 

Louis M. Laib vs. State Board of Dental Examiners. City and 
County of San Francisco, to recover examinatLon fee, etc. On June 27, 
1903, judgment for defendant on the pleadings. Closed. 

Q. A. Dobbs vs. Victor E. Woods, etc. (Same as Bolton vs. Woods, 
supra.) 

George T. Bush, Sr. vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last case.) 

William R. Dreisback vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last 
ease.) 

M. A. C. Ckristeson vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last case.) 

Philip G. Galpin vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as last ease.) 

Mutual Keserve Life Insurance Company (a corporation) vs. E. 
Myron Wolf, Insurance Commissioner, etc. City and County of San 
Francisco, by petition for mandate to compel issuance of certificate to 
petitioner, and for $50,000 damages, costs, etc. Answer to amended 
complaint filed January 26, 1904. 

Helen M. De Lama vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. (Same as Bolton vs. 
Woods, supra.) 

J. H. Whitham vs. Victor H. Woods, etc., M. Brandenstein, Inter- 
venor. Alameda County, for mandate to compel issuance to petitioner 
of patent to State school lands. The demurrer of the respondent to 
the amended petition, and to the demurrer of the petitioner to the com- 
plaint in intervention, were submitted March 1, 1904. 

Clifford A. Covalt vs. H. B. Harbison, et al., as State Board of 
Dental Examiners. City and County of San Francisco, by petition for 
mandate to compel issuance to petitioner of a license to practice den- 
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tiatry. On December 7, 1903, the motion to set the catise for trial was 
ordered off the calendar. 

The People of the State of California vs. California Powder Works 
(a corporation). City and County of San Francisco, to recover 
$10,936.09, delinquent taxes 1900-01, with interest and costs. Answer 
to amended complaint served August 1, 1904. 

Daniel Kevane vs. E. P. Colgan, etc. Sacramento County, by pe- 
tition for mand&te to compel issuance of warrant to petitioner for 
$2,110 claimed to be due for salary as Bank Commissioner. On Novem- 
ber 10, 1903, the demurrer to the complaint was sustained. Closed. 

George B. McCord, et al., vs. Charles P. Curry, Secretary of State, 
etc. City and County of San Francisco, by petition for mandate to 
compel defendant to file articles of incorporation. On December 30, 
1903, ordered that peremptory writ issue. Closed. 

A. C. Bane, et al., as Trustees of the California Borne for the Care 
and Training of Feeble-Minded Children, vs. The Puget Sound Lumber 
Company (a corporation), C. W. Gould, H. E. Leland, jff. F. Dugan, 
and William M. Lawlor. City and County of San Francisco, to re- 
cover $818.93 of "Jessup Trust Fund," misappropriated by defend- 
ants. On August 29, 1903, the motion of defendants for a nonsuit 
submitted to the court on briefs. 

A. C. Bane, et al., etc., vs. James A. Snook & Co. (a co-partnership), 
et al. (Same court, nature, co-defendants, and status as last case, but 
for $2,714.95.) 

The People, etc., by U. 8. Webb, Attorney-General, vs. International 
Bank and Trust Company (a corporation) et al. City and County of 
San Francisco, to enjoin defendants from further transaction of busi- 
ness, except for purposes of liquidation. On October 30, 1903, judg- 
ment for plaintiff as prayed for. Closed. 

United Railroads of San Francisco (a corporation) vs. E. P. Colgan, 
Controller, etc., E. J. Smith, Tax Collector of the City and County of 
San Francisco, Frank M. Granger, Tax Collector of the County of 
San Mateo, and Maurice F. Boland, Tax Collector of the City of San 
Mateo. City and County of San Francisco, by bill of interpleader to 
determine to which of the defendants, and in what proportion, 
plaintiff shall pay $364,572.79, the firat installment of its taxes as 
assessed in March, 1903. On November 30, 1903, it was ordered that 
the clerk of the court pay, out of the moneys in court, $133,000 to de- 
fendant Colgan, $194,000 to defendant Smith, and hold the remainder. 
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$37,572.79, subject to final judgment. All parties have appeared and 
answered and cause set for trial on September 27, 1904. 

Wetmore Brothers (a corporation) vs. Charles H. Spear, et al., com- 
posing the Board of State Harhor Commissioners. City and County of 
San Francisco, for an injunction restraining defendants from 
cancelling plaintiff's permit to use of free-wharfage privileges. Cause 
tried and submitted, and on February 29, 1904, judgment for plaintiff, 
and permanent injunction ordered to issue. Closed. 

A. S. Honeycutt, Auditor of Madera County, vs. E. P. Colgan, Con- 
troller, etc. Madera County, transfered thence to Sacramento Comity, 
for mandate to compel defendant to deduct $9,306.86, account of 
penalties on delinquent taxes, in making settlement with plaintiff. 
On July 8, 1903, demurrer to amended complaint sustained. 

Thomas B. Walker vs. Victor E. Woods, etc. Sacramento County, 
by mandate to compel issuance of patent to State lands to petitioner. 
On May 17, 1904, petition denied, and cause dismissed. Closed. 

F. J. M. Kelly vs. Giovanni Ferrea, E. P. Colgan, Controller, etc., 
et al. City and County of San Francisco, to recover possession under 
tax deed and for $500 damages, $200 rents, etc. On April 1, 1904, 
demurrer of defendant Colgan sustained, without leave to amend. 

Closed. 

In the Matter of the Estate of John Holland, deceased. City and 
County of San Francisco, by petition of the State of California to have 
covered into the State Treasury, as an escheat, $871.93, the residue of 
said estate. On April 25, 1904, matter argued and submitted. 

Arthur D. Lockwood vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. Kern County, trans- 
fered thence to Sacramento County, by petition for writ of mandate 
to compel respondent to issue patent for State school lands to peti- 
tioner. On April 30, 1904, the demurrer of plaintiff to the amended 
answer was sustained and peremptory writ ordered to issue. Closed. 

The People, etc., by V. S. Webb, Attorney-General, vs. Charles Edel- 
man. City and County of San Francisco, to determine title of defend- 
ant to office of notary public in and for the City and County of San 
Francisco. On July 16, 1904, judgment ordered for defendant. 
Plaintiff engaged upon perfecting an appeal. 

The People, etc., vs. Edwin W. Woodward. (Same as People vs. 
Edelman, supra.) 

In the Matter of the Estate of James Porter, deceased. Sacra- 
mento County, by petition of William Porter to have distributed to 
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him, as heir of deeeased, $5,460.50, escheated moneys in the State 
Treasury to the credit of said estate. On July 29, 1904, demurrer to 
petition argued and submitted ou briefs. 

T. E. Blair, Auditor of Tulare County, vs. E. P. Colgan, Controller, 
etc. Tulare County, of same nature as Honeycutt vs. Colgan, supra, 
but for $3,939.23. By stipulation, return on writ continued, pending 
final determination of Honeycutt vs. Colgan. 

The County of Lake vs. George C. Pardee, et al., as State Board of 
Examiners. By petition for mandate to compel approval and allowance 
of claim of $304.50, account of maintenance of half -orphans during six 
months ending June 30, 1898. Ketum on writ postponed indefinitely, 
to be taken up by consent of parties. 

The People, etc. vs. Equitable BuUding and Trust Company (a cor- 
poration). Los Angeles County, to restrain defendant from further 
transaction of business, and for a receiver. On June 3, 1904, judgment 
for plaintiff as prayed for. Closed. 

Harry A. Turner vs. Victor H. Woods, etc. Sacramento County, 
by petition for mandate to compel acceptance and filing of plaintiff's 
application to purchase State lands. On July 18, 1904, stipulation 
made as to facts, and cause submitted on briefs. 

People, etc. vs. Wells, Fargo & Co. (a corporation). City and 
County of San Francisco, to recover $30,600.53, delinquent taxes for 
1903, and for interest, costs, etc. On August 20, 1904, stipulation 
that defendant have further time to appear. 

In the Matter of the Estate of James Mulcahy, deceased. Mono 
County, by petition of Michael Mulcahy, for an order directing the ■ 
payment to him, as heir of deceased, of $1,260.66, escheated moneys 
in State Treasury to ISredit of estate. Opposition of State to petition 
filed. Cause ai^ued and submitted on August 30, 1904. 

The Union Trust Company of 8an Francisco (a corporation) vs. 
The State of California. City and Cormty of San Francisco, trans- 
ferred thence to Sacramento Cotmty, to recover $855,000 principal and 
$1,121,000 interest on so-called Montgomery Avenue bonds. De- 
murrer filed August 22, 1904. 

The People of the State of California vs. Pacific States Mercantile 
Company (a corporation). City and County of San Francisco, to 
enjoin defendant from further transaction of business, and to dissolve 
corporation. Answer of defendant served August 16, 1904. 
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Max Frank vs. State of CaUfomia. (Same as Union Trust Com^ 
pany vs. State, but for $65,000 principal and $89,250 interest.) 

The People of the State of California, on the complaint of TJ. 8. 
Webb, Attorney-General, vs. The Cooperative SomebuUders (a cor- 
poration). City and Comity of San Francisco, to disaolve defendant 
corporation. On August 31, 1904, jnc^ment for plaintiff as prayed 
for. Closed. 



COYOTE SCALP CASES. 

In the following suits brought against the State on acccfunt of claims 
for bounty on coyote scalps, judgments have been rendered against the 
State, the State has given, notice of appeal, and further proceedings on 
appeal have been, by stipulation, continued pending a decision of the 
Supreme Court iu the case of Bickerdike vs. Slate: 



Date of 

Plaintiff. Court. Judgment. 

W. L, Wood Sacramento Jan, 12, 1903 

John Raggio Calaveras Dec. 

James French Placer Dec. 

Commercial Bank of Madera Fresno Jan. 

M. Zirier Merced Nov. S 

George Conway Merced Nov. 26, ] 

The Producers' Bank Tulare Dec. 3 

C. A. Weaver -Sacramento Dec. i 

Chas. A. Palmer — Sacramento Dec. ^ 

George Leonard Sacramento Dec. 20, 

L. C. Waite-- Sacramento Dec. ' 

A. T. Lightner Sacramento- Dec. 20, 

John F. Pryor Sacramento Dec. S 

E. Weisbaum Sacramento _.Dec. 20, 

N. Weisbanm Sacramento Dec. 20, 

W. B. Waldron Sacramento Dec. 20, . 

W. 8.Hooper___ Sacramento Dec. 20, : 

N. Weisbanm San Francisco Dec. 29, 

Eli Henderson Freano Jan. : 

G. W. Dowda— '. Fresno Jan. 

Oscar R.Brown Mono Sept.2i 

Charles Wmiams Butte Oct. 8, 1902 

Jno. E. Tucker, etc Merced Dec. 20, 1S03 

Jno. E.Tucker Merced Dec. 20, 1902 

W.L.Wood Sacramento Jan. 12, 1903 

Abe Darlington El Dorado Mar, 11, 190S 

Maggie L. Boyd, etc Fresno Jan. 6, 1903 



Judgment. 

»2,385 0O 
1,126 DO 

355 OO 
3,670 00 
1,000 00 

290 00 
14,320 00 

81S00 

460 00 
1,040 00 

410 00 
4,810 00 
3,360 00 
2,086 00 

560 00 



4,46 



400 00 
45 00 
166 00 
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CASES WHEREIN LEAVE HAS BEEN GRANTED TO SUE 
IN THE NAME OF THE PEOPLE. 

People, ex rel. Grant Dewlaney, vs. H. L. WUUams, et id. Santa 
Barbara County, by complaint to enjoin defendants from boring for oil 
on certain lands in the town of Siunmerland, claimed to be public par^. 
A.nswer to amended complaint filed March 23, 1901. 

People, ex rel. C. N. Sterry, vs. Biekard Green, et al. Los Angeles 
County, by complaint to abate a public nuisance, i. e., certain oil weUs. 
On June 4, 1900, trial of cause continued indefinitely. 

People, ex rel. M. Biekard, vs. J. W. Hugus, et cd. Los Angeles 
County, to determine right of defendants to act as officers of Lamanda 
Sanitary District, and to declare said district illegally organized. De- 
murrer to complaint ordered off calendar, March 2, 1900, to be reset 
on motion. 

People, ex rel. H. C. Werner, vs. Frank S. Goodspeed, et al. Loa 
Angeles County, to determine right of defendants to act as ofScers of 
North Pasadena Sanitary District, and to declare said district ille- 
gally organized. Demurrer to complaint ordered off calendar March 
2, 1900, to be reset on motion. 

People, ex rel. W. B. Bagley, vs. Menry Prinze. Sonoma County, 
to determine title of defendant to office of City Recorder of Santa 
Rosa. On December 3, 1900, demurrer to complaint dropped from 
calendar, to be reset on motion. 

People, ex rel. Eenry Prindle, vs. Harrison White, et al. Sonoma 
County, to determine title of defendants to office of members of Com- 
mon Council of Santa Rosa. Demurrer to complaint filed November 
17, 1900. 

People, ex rel. Benjamin F. Bledsoe, vs. John L. Campbell. San 
Bernardino County, to determine title of defendant to office of Superior 
Judge of San Bernardino County. Judgment for plaintiff; defendant 
appealed, and judgment affirmed December 4, 1902. Closed. 

People, ex rel. James Borland, vs. N. W. Boyd. Mono County, 
to determine title of defendant to ofBce of Supervisor of Mono County. 
Judgment for defendant October 2, 1903. Closed. 

People, etc., vs. Ferris Irrigation District. San Diego County, by 
complaint to dissolve defendant district. Judgment for defendant on 
demurrer; plaintiff appealed, and on March 26, 1904, judgment re- 
versed and cause remanded for further proceedings. 

People, ex rel. D. Bussell, vs. Town of Loyalton. Sierra County, to 
dissolve defendant corporation. Judgment for defendant; plaintiff 
appealed, and respondent's brief filed June 15, 1903. 
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People, ex rel. P. E. Walline, vs. Town of Ontario. San Bernar- 
dino County, to determine portion of town illegally annexed thereto. 
Judgment for defendant and plaintiff appealed; appellant's brief 
filed January 6, 1904. 

People, ex rel. Montgomery Bros., vs. Hanford Union Sigh School 
District, et al. Kings County, to declare Excelsior School District ille- 
gally annexed to Hanford Union High School District. Judgment 
for defendants; plaintiffs appealed. Respondents' brief filed April 
22, 1904. 

People, ex rel. Arthur J. Brady, vs. Brown's Valley Irrigation Dis- 
trict. Yuba County, to declare defendant illegally oi^anized. De- 
murrer to amended complaint filed June 9, 1903. 

People, ex rel. A. M. Gardner, vs. L. F. Dozier, Napa County, to 
determine title of defendant to office of Superintendent of Napa State 
Hospital. Leave to sue issued June 27, 1902 ; no further proceedings 
reported by attorney for relator. 

People, ex rel. Charles J. Martin, vs. George D. WorsvHck. Santa 
Clara County, to determine title of defendant to office of Mayor of San 
Jose. Judgment for defendant on demurrer; plaintiff appealed, and 
on January 30, 1904, judgment affirmed. Closed. 

People, ex rel. Elmer E. Cottle, vs. Joseph A. BeUoU. Santa Clara 
County, to determine title of defendant to office of City Clerk of San 
Jos4. Judgment for plaintiff on demurrer, and defendant appealed. 
Jui^ment affirmed January 30, 1904. Closed. 

People, ex rel. James D, Miner, et ol., vs. S. D. Matthews, et al. 
Santa Clara County, to det«rmine title of defendants to office of Coun- 
eibnen of San Jos^. Judgment for defendants on demurrer, and plain- 
tiffs appealed. Judgment affirmed on January 30, 1904. Closed. 

People, ex rel. Frank P. Barrows, vs. Daniel E. Smith. Ventura 
Coimty, to determine title of defendant to office of Supervisor of Third 
District of Ventura County. Defendant resigned and action aban- 
doned. Closed. 

People, ex rel. Cameron E. Thorn, et al., vs. Town of Santa Monica. 
Los Angeles County, to enjoin as a nuisance, the construction of a 
water tank, etc. Litigation compromised, action abandoned. Closed. 

People, ex rel. George Chaffey, vs. Chaffey College of the Univer- 
sity of Southern California, et al. San Bernardino County, to enforce 
terms of public trust. Answer of plaintiff to crosa-complaint filed 
January 11, 1904; cause at issue. 

People, ex rel. Edward J. Lynch, vs. Yincent P. Buckley, et al. 

City and County of San Francisco, to determine title of defendants to 

office of Members of Board of Health of San Francisco. Term of ofSce 

of all of the defendants having expired before matter was brought to 

tion abandoned. Closed. 
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People, ex rel. D. J. Sullwan, vs. L. M. Shelley. City and County 
of San rraneiseo, to determine title of defendant to ofBee of Deputy 
Superintendent of Schools of San Francisco. On June 17, 1903, 
judgment for defendant on demurrer. Closed. 

People, ex rel. H. A. Morreli, vs. J. W. Fritter. Lassen County to 
determine title of defendant to office of Supervisor of Fifth District 
of Lassen County. Defendant resigned; action dismissed. 

People, ex rel. J. 0. Traber, vs. William H. Puleston. Fresno 
County, to determine title of defendant to office of Constable of TJiird 
Judicial Township of Fresno Comity. Defendant resigned; action 
abandoned. Closed. 

People, ex rel. D. A. Hodghead, vs. Dudley Tail, et al. City and 
County of San Francisco, to determine title of defendants to ofSce of 
Members of State Board of Medical Examiners. On July 23, 1904, 
judgnjent for defendants on demurrer. Closed. 

People, ex rel. E. P. Daifis, vs. Bert M. Tibbet. Kern County, to 
determine title to office of City Marshal of Bakersfield. Judgment 
for plaintiff; defendant appealed, and on August 1, 1904,-appeal dis- 
missed for want of appellant's brief. Closed. 

People, ex rel. W. B. Hardaere, vs. Samuel Rea, et td. San Joaquin 
County, to determine title of defendants to offices of Justices of the 
Peace of O'Neil Township. Judgment for plaintiff as to defendants 
Rea and Ailing; judgment for defendant Town. Pending, on motion 
for new trial. 

People, ex rel. W. B. Hardaere, vs. H. L. Davidson, et al. San Joa- 
quin County, to determine title of defendants to offices of Constables oi 
O'Neil Township. Judgment for plaintiff, and eauae pending on 
motion for new trial. 

People, ex rel. George W. Parsons, vs. The California Fish Companjf 
(a corporation). Los Angeles County, to forfeit franchise of defend- 
ant to wharf in Wilmington Harbor. On January 15, 1904, action dis- 
missed on motion of Attomfey-G«neral, it appearing to be the fact 
that defendant had violated none of the terms of its franchise. Closed. 

People, ex rel. City of Los Angeles, vs. Los Angeles Independevi 
Gas Company (a corporation). Los Angeles County, to determine 
authority of defendant for laying pipes in streets of relator for the pur- 
pose of supplying gas for fuel, power, and heating purposes, and for 
fine of $5,000. On July 27, 1904, cause tried and continued for 
argument. 

People, ex rel. Ira B. KHgore, vs. E. J. Randall, et oi. Contra Costa 
County, to determine title of defendants to offices of Trustees of Mount 
Diablo Union High School District. On June 2, 1904, judgment for 
defendants, and cause pending on motion for new *"»!■( ~ooqIc 
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CRIMINAL CASES 


IN THE SUPREME 
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Verdict. 
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Date. 
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Guilty 
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Charles G. Adams. 
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San Francisco- 
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Guilty 

Murderlst degree. - 
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San FranciBco.. 
San Diego 
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JameBH. Barker 
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mn 
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Guilty 
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tni 
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R) 
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oil 
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Grand larceny 
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;OURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNU. 



nt oi Trial Court. 
Nature. 

>eath 

lotion to Kt aalde In- 
dictment granKd. 
fl years' ImpTlsonnient. 

BOO or 26e days 

Syeare' lnipri«onment. 

n,600or750d«y« 

Death.. _ 

iyearB* ImpriHOnEDent.. 

10 years' trnpiiiODinenl. 

10 years' imprlionmenC. 

Lite Impiisonment 

life ImpriKinment 

Death 

10 years' Imprisonment, 

10 years' ImpriiODment. 

Byeara' Imprisonnient 

Bfears' Imprisonment.. 

ST^aTs' Imprisonment.. 

(Tears' Imprisonment.. 

t;eara' Impriionment.. 

Death 

KWoraSDdaya... 

People appealed from or- 
der Brantlng new trial. 
HI years' Imprisonment. 

U years' imprisonment. 

Uyears' Imprisonment. 

^years' imprisonment.. 

U years' imprisonment, 

30 yean' imprisonment. 

gyeaiB' imprisonment.. 

Ei yearn' imprisonment.. 

tmonthi county Jail.... 



Judgment of Supreme 



Dec. %,'« 
April 28,1)1 



Hay 2&,1)1 
Jane 8,ia 
July 27,' 



I AlBrmed . 
. Eeyersed.. 



Aug. K,'01 C 
Sept. 12,'»: 
Sept. 23, "ff 



1 Oct. 22, '01 
1 Oct. 26, '01 



Oct. 80,'02 
Dec. n,'02 
Hoi. S,'02 
Sept. IS, '02 
June 25, IK 
Sept. 12,'02 



Aug. 31, ■01 1 



Oct. 13, '0. 
Feb. 26, '01 J 
Dec. 2a, '01 
Judgt. roll 
Sot. 13, '01 
Feb. 27. '02 
Mar, 13,'02 
Judgt. roll 



Har. 26,'as 
Not. 13,'ai 



Mar, 6,'02 
Mar. 12,'02 
Mar. 22, '02 
ApriUO,'02 
Har. 1,'02 
Judgt. roll 
April 1,'02 
Feb. 4,'02 

Hay 10, -(B 
April 14,1)2 



Mar, ; 
Har. 27,'02 . 
April 6, '02 
April 24, D2 
April 30, '02 
Hay S,'02 
Hay 1S,D2 . 



:] April ao 






Imprlfo 



2yeus' Imprisonment.. 

BO years' imprisonment. 

lint submission st 



May 23. '02 

Hay 23,'02 
June 25, '02 
June 2T.'02 
July 8, '02 
uDtor death 



Hay 22,' 
Aug. n.' 



AlBrmed _ 
AUrmed . 
Beversed . 
Affirmed . 
Afflrmed .. 
Beversed . . 
Beveraed .. 
Affirmed .. 
Affirmed .. 

Afflrmed . . 
Reversed . . 

! Afflrmed .. 
I Afflimed .. 

t Afflrmed .. 

( Afflrmed .. 



1 Beversed . . 

3 Affirmed .. 

1 Afflrmed .. 

t Beversed.. 

I AlBrmed .. 

I Reversed . . 

) Affirmed . 

1 Beversed . . 



Qosed. 
Closed. 



:loaed. 

Ilosed ( 
QolSa."' 
IDlosed.' 



ordered o 



D,g,l,..cbyCOOg[C 



BBPOBT OF A.TTOBNET-aBNEBAIj. 



I.T. B. Goodrich... 

I. R. Hall, etal..-. 
Bernard Ward 



J WilBo 



0. C. Uorrlne, e 
HlpolitoP. Cadot. 
6 [teorge Walker .... 
Gertrudes Almendarea 

Wong Bin 

B,F.Elphi8 

Robt. L. McParlani 

P. J, Wynn 

Fred Witty 

CharleaCouHet... 

Paul Haagen 

Frank Gehrig 

F. K.LewU - 

1. H.Glovec.._. 
Chaa. Wardrip.... 



ea Walker 

orge Farrlngton . 
WllllaMLonnen..._ 
Prank Creeks 



5. Noglrl 

Jeas Howard .. 



Clemente Perc 
Bella Unaref 



CRIMINAL CA5BS IH TBB SOPRBHB CODI 



Charged With— 



San Joaquin .. 
San Franciico. 

San Diego 

San Franciwo. 
San FranciHCO. 

Madera-- - 

San Diego 

Lake 



San Fninciaco. 
Ban Francisco. 

Iios Angeles... 
Contra Costa. . 
Merced 



San Franclsco- 

StanlBlaus 

Santa Clara ... 

Alameda 

Sacramento ,. . 
Santa Clara ... 

San Joaquin .. 
Los Angeles-.. 



Los Angeles... 

Siskiyou 

Sao Diego 

Los Angeles . . . 
LoB Angeles... 



Embenlement 

Murder 

Grand larceny 

EmbeMlement 

Grand larceny - 

Ferjurj ,. 

EmbeJilement 

Assault to rape 

Obtaining money by 

false pretenses. 
£mbezzlement 

Murder 

Murder 

Forgery 

Marder '. 

Obtaining money by 

false pretenses. 
Grand larceny — 

Burglary 

Injuring jail 

Having fresh salmoa 

In possession, etc. 
Murder 

Abduction 

Murder.-- - 

Murder 

Grand larceny - 

Grand larceny 

Murder : 

Burglary 

Assault with deadly 
weapon. 

Murder 

ssautt to do great 
bodily harm. 
Robbery 



flnllty 

Mnrder lat degree, 

GnUty 

Appeal from an c 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Appeal from an •: 
Burglary lat degree 

Gulity 

Hanstaaghter 

Guilty 

Gnilly 

Marder 1st degree. 

Plead guilty 

Manalaughler 

Guilty..- 

Burglary 2d degree 

Guilty 

Gollty 

Manslaughter 

Gulity 

Murder lat degree. . 
Murder Ist degree. . 
Mnider 1st degree. - 

Guilty - - 

Gnilty 

Gnilty...- 

Murder 1st degree.. 
Burglary 2d degree 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Murder 1st degree. . 
People appealed ft 
Guilty... 
Gulity... 



Feb. 18.1 
May 24,* 



Mar. 17,111 
Mar. 21 .TH 



May 5,'« 



Apr. 18,1)1 

Apr. as,™ 



June I 
May 

Apr. 4. IB 
July 22,1B 
July 
Sept. 29, 1M 



June S.IB 
June i,Vi 



D,g,l,..cbyGOOglC 



BBPOBT OF A.TTOBNIEY-GENEBAL. 



THE STATE OF CALIFOKNIA, 



at ofTrlBlCoon. 




Vrtl^ 


*"*Court. ''™°'* 










BlAtas of Appeal. 


Nrtore. 


8^C"' 


K^r 


Date. 


Nature, 




June 21,1)2 


July ID, ■Hi 


Feb. 4.TO 


Bovereed- 


ClOkHl. 




May lO.ta 


July ILia 


May 27,™ 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed." 


a yean" Impriioament. 
iter Judgmeni 




July 21, "02 








May 17,1» 
Kay LTO 


July 22, Da 


Jan 18-04 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 




July 22, -02 


Feb. a6,H3 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 


7«&Ta' ImprlaoaMBat.. 


June li;oi 


Ang. 6,'02 


July 16, DS 


Affirmed .. 


Closed." 


Lf ter iDdsmcnt 


June 17.-CI2 


Jnly H,D2 


Dec. fi,1B 


Dismissed . 


Closed. 


yean" Imprlionnient.. 


June 7,'ra 


Aug. 9,'02 


Nov. 7,-02 


Reversed.- 


Closed. 




June 2S,'0I 


Ang. IS, '02 


Oct. 28,D2 


Afflrmed.. 


Closed. 


lO ycBrs' lmprt»onment- 


July Z,1B 


Aog. 18, '02 


Mar. 13,D3 


Afflrmed.. 


Closed. 


S years' ImpriBonmenl., 


Jnly 3,'Oa 


Aug. 2I,'02 


Feb. IB.'Oa 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 




Jnly B.'OZ 


Aug. ja.'02 


Feb. 2.-W 


Reversed.. 


Closed. 


a.f ter Judgment 




Bept. 8,'02 




Dismissed . 


Closed. 




Aug MIB 


April 21,138 
May acta 






7 years' Imprtsonment.. 


Judgt. roll 


Bept. 20, '02 


Eeverscd.. 


Closed. 


a rears' imprlsonmant.. 


July T.'Ce 
Aug. 1,'02 
Aug. 18, MS 


Sept. 22,'02 
Oct. 6,'02 


Oct. 17,D3 
Mar. 12,'OB 


Afflrmed .. 
Afflrmed .. 
Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 


80 ye«™' impHeonmenl. 


Sept. 27,-02 


Oct. 20,'O2 


Jnly BM 


AfBrmed .. 


Closed. 


a yean' imprisonment.. 
8 yesra' imprtaonment-- 


Sept. 3,'02 
Oct. 9,'02 


HOF. 6,'02 
Nov. 17, '02 


June 3,™ 


Afflrmed .. 


csr-' 


WOOBne _..., 


Sept. la.'OI 


Nov. 17, '02 


May 20,DB 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 


10 yean' Imprisonment. 


Oct, M,TO 


Nov. 17,-02 


Hay 18,D8 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 


Syean' Imprisonment.. 


Oct. fl.lB 


Dec. Vi.la 


Jan. »,'i>l 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 


Death 






Deo. »,D8 








Deo »'(a 


Dec' ao'ttt 


ed 


Closed 


Death., 


May a.'Ol 
Jan. 2,1)8 


Jan. 16,'OS 
Jan. 28,'03 


Mar. 21,'01 
Sept. e,'03 


Afflrmed .. 
Affirmed.. 


Closed (Appeal from Judg- 
ment on e^nd trla^). 




4 yean' Imprisonment. . 


Jan. 5,1)8 


Jan. S1,'DS 


Oct. 17,-oa 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 




Jan. 6,'08 


Jan. 28,1)8 


July 28, 'OS 


Afflrmed _. 


Closed. 


Deatb 


Dec. 19, D2 
Jan. 5.'03 




July 8,-04 
Nov. 28,'08 








Feb. 6,D3 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 


2 yean' Imprlaonment.. 


Jan, 3e,-03 


Feb. 10, -OS 


Mar. 25,'04 


Reversed.. 


Closed. 




Jan, 2!.'03 


Feb. 13,-03 


May 20,'01 


Revereed.. 


Closed. 








Dec. 12,D8 
Jan. 13,D1 
Jan. 26,D4 






10 year.' Im^^J^'e™: 


Judgt. roll 
Feb. 21,'OS 


Uar. 2,D3 
Mar. 7.D3 


Afflrmed .. 
Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 
Closed. 


10 years' impri«onment. 


Mar. 2, 'OS 


Mar. 7,1)3 


Jan. 14,1M 


Afflrmed .. 


Closed. 


•Hrstsnbinlsilonaet 


aside on tea 


not of deal 


of Temple 


J.,aDdcaus 


e ordered on next calendar 



,l,..CbyCOOg[C 



BEFOBT OF ATTOBNET-QBNBaAL. 



CRIMINAL CASES IN THE SUPRBHE COOl 



Einest Dowel! 

Joseph Tcshara 

■ John W. Barber........ 

Klchard Manooglan ... 

. WlUUm Keith 

Amos. K. Zelgler 

; KJ.Nunley 

F.J. Stouter _. 

' Eoklchl Hidaka 

: Lewis Chrones 

I Benjamin F. Stall, Bapt. 

I James Bailey 

I Franclq Stevens 

' Robert Lang - 

I Minnie Adame - 

'. Wm. B. Eeanedt, Bapt. 

! Charles O.Tlbbs 

i K J. Nunley 

1 UlchaelBcalamleTo... 

I Juan Chntnacut 

I W. F. B.Qoodrioh 

1 Cbarlee Lawrence 

I James Oales 

1 H.J. Devlin 

i Chan. E. Fadllla 

! OngTIiiBBow 

) Joseph L. KeUo 

I Prani Brlttain et al — 

t Emeat H. Chadwlek... 

1 Mary Balkwell, _.. 

I Chas. DonnoUy 

J John White 

) Sevailaao Qonzalee 

) Job* anil 

I J.H.KoUer 

t Wm. Buckley 

i Lee Look. 

5 Nolberto Coronado 



Santa Cruz 

Humboldt 

San Francisco. 

Yolo 

Santa CruB 

San Joaquin .. 

Napa 

Sacramento ... 
Ban Francisco. 



San Tranclsco. 

San FranciBoo. 

FranelBco. 

San FranciBco. 

San Joaquin .. 
San Francisco. 

San Diego 

San Joaqain .. 
Sacramento ... 

Alameda 

Sacramento — 

Kings 

San Francisco. 

San Francisco. 
San Francisco. 
San Francisco. 
Los Angeles... 
Los Angeles... 
Los Angeles... 
Loe Angeles... 
San Francisco. 



Burglary..- 

Knrder _ 

AsBanltlo marder.. 

Harder - 

Grand larceny 

Bape 

Uuider 

Qtand larceny 



laClar 



Bnrglacjr 

Murder 

Bednetion 

Qraad larceny — 

Assaul t to coDuolt rape 

Grand larceny -, 

Embeulement 

Murder 

Crime against nature.. 
Burglary 

Murder 

BnrglaTy 

Burglary 

Telegraphing a forged 

Murder 

Murder... 

Robbery 



Murder.. 

Murder... 



. Harder 2d degree . . 

. Assault with deadly 
. Harder let degree. 

Guilty 

Golltj 

Murder let degree. 

Gallty 

Guilty- 

Murder ist degree. 

Guilty 

People appealed f r 

Qullty 

OuUty 

Burglary 2d degree 

Murder Ist degree. 

Uurder Ist degree. 

Guilty - - 

Guilty 

Guilty.- 

Guilty 

Murder Ist degree. 

Attempt to commit 
Bai^lary 2d degree 

Harder 1st degree. 
Burglary 2d degree 
Burglary 1st degree 

Guilty 

Harder 2d degree. 
Murder 2d degree - 

Guilty 

Murder 1st degree. 
Guilty 

Murder lat degree. 
Harder 1st degree. 
Unrder 2d degree . 

;cbyGOOg[C 



Apr. 2),« 
Apr. 38,« 
IS.™ 



May 2A,V 
Mar. 29,19 
Feb. 7,V 
Feb. I3,V 
Har. U,f» 
m order dl 
Jan. lO.W 
Dec. 11, "« 
July 9,'0! 
Sept. 15, ■W 
People ap 
Dee. 15,^B 
Apr. »>,'a 
Mar. 21,'<B 
Hay 18, '03 
May 16, TO 
Feb. 
Jane za.TO 
Hay lb. ■OS 
F*b, U.-ol 
Apr. 37, W 
May 27,TO 

Sept. 28, 1M 
May 29, W 
May SL-OS 



Hay li 
Feb. ll.W 
Apr. le.'W 

Jan, 20,'ffi 



BBPORT OF ATTOBNBY-OBNBBAIj. 



THE STATB OP CAUFORMU.— ConttniMd. 



Nature. 

rears' ImprlBonnient.. 
yeacB' InipriKinnient. 

le impiisonmenl 

reara' imprlBOnment. . 
i years' Imprisonment 

ye&rs' imptlaonment 

eath -- 

years' impriBonmenl 

acting Jury to And lor 

[defendant 

1 years' ImprlBOnment. 

years' imprisonment.. 

years' Imprisonment.. 

Ale imprtsonment. 

■eal from order gTsnt 

[Ing new trial, 

SDOO or lOOOdars Co. JiOl 

A years' imprisonment. 

to years' iropriaonnienl . 

\ years' imprlaomnsnt.. 

t years' imprisonment.. 

Death 

1 years' imprisonment.. 

I years' Imprisonment.. 

Deatb 

Death - 

& years' imprisonment.. 

10 years' imprlBOnment. 

10 years' imprisonment. 

10 years' Imprisonment. 

IT years' Imprisonment. 

2S years' Impriaonment- 

Ufe Imprisonment 

* years' imprisonment-. 

ID years' imprisonment. 

Death _ 

Dtath — 



Nodat«.... 
April S.'OS 
April N,1X 



May l.-rn 
April 20, '08 
liar. 18, 'OS 
Uay •a,-OS 
Oct. II>,'02 
April 11,'a3 
Jane t.'tB 
Jane 18,'oa 
May 1&,'03 
July S,'08 



Transcript 
" ""fii^ 



Mar. 7, 'OS 1 
Mar. 18.' 
April 11,' 
April 2<,'0e 
April 24,1 
April 24,1 
May ll.'l 
May ^.'OS 
May 2S,'0e 
May 26,'OS 

June 12,'OS 
June 12, ■OS 
June IS.I 
Jose lE,'(n 
June 50,'! 
June 26, tn 
June: 
June 26, 'OB 1 
June 24, 'OS 1 



Judgment of Supreme 



July 16, '03 / 
Jadgt. r 



July IS, 'OS i 
Jan. 15,'aS e 



i Sept. 11, 'oa 



May 22,'0» E 
Aug. 31, "OS S 



Feb. IS.'Ot 
Feb. 3,'Ot 



Feb. 1S,'04 
April 28,'U 



1 Feb. 13, '04 
I April 30,'04 
I Jan. 23,'04 
; April 29,'04 
: April 80, '04 
I Feb. 29, "04 
: I Feb. 24,'04 
: I Jan. 22, '04 
;i April 29, 'Ot 



June 



7, '04 



1 July 27,'04 

I Mar. 26, '01 

I May 31, '04 

I May 11,'01 

•■ May 5, '04 



Affirmed 

Dismissed. 
Reversed 



AUrmed 
Affirmed 
Affirmed 



Reversed 

Affirmed 
Affirmed . 
AUrmed 

Affirmed 
Reversed. 
Affirmed 
Affirmed 

Affirmed. 
Affirmed . 
Affirmed . 
Affirmed . 

Affirmed . 
Affirmed 
Affirmed . 
Reversed 
Affirmed . 
Affirmed . 
Reversed . 



Affirmed 
Reversed. 



Closed. 



Closed. 

Closed, 



Closed. 
Closed. 

Closed. 



,Coo^^lc 



REPORT or ATTOBNEY-QENERAL. 



CRIMINAL CASBS IN THE SUPREME COn 



Jan John ___. 

Chai. P. Walker. Rapt.. 

ThomHS M»ian 

A. SylTS 

X. X. Shearer, Se»pi.... 

Chailes Bmllh 

OeorgeGteen 

Joaquin Bomeio 

Pedro Morales 

HulbertE. WHght..-.. 

SingYow 

Doshift Nolan 

JohD Daugherly 

Kos Price, Bapl 

John Myrlng 

Chin Yuengetal 

Bruno Lewandowskl .. 
WlUon B. Howard 

Frank MeWger 

AnguatHelwIg 

Francis T. Allen _ 

GnslaTe Uajoine 

ThoB. J. Miles et al 

Sbadrlck Sowell 

Alex J. Thomson 

Thos. Barker 

Henry Milton 

Marrlon Kerrtok 

Wm.J. Perry, etal..... 

CornelloH Manning,.., 

Fred Mead 

. Edward BuUivan 

■ InreJT.E.StiTleigh.,,. 

W. H. Wells 

ChinNon _ 

Albert B. Xahonj/ Beg. 

Clarence T.Miller.... 

John H.Wood 



Santa Clara .._ 

El Dorado 

San Francisco. 

Sonoma 

Merced 

Santa Barbara 
Los Angeles... 

Butte- 

Sacramento — 
San Francisco, 
San Franolsco- 

Mendoclno.... 
San Francisco. 
San Francisco. 
Santa Claia ... 
Los ADgelee... 
Los Angeles... 

Butte 

Ventura 

San Francisco, 

Tulare. 

Uamboldt 

San Francisco. 
San Francisco, 
Los Angeles. - 

Madera 

San Bernardln 
El Dorado 



Embezzlement.. 
Mnrder 



Petit 



I with deadly 
dement 

larceny, prior 

ti deadly 



Murdei 

Robbery , .— .-- 

Embezzlement 

Destroying bridge 

Robbery 

Robbery 

Murder 

Obtaining money by 



Burglary 

Unlawful flshli^ 

Murder 

Burglary 

Murder 

Feloniously altering 



Placing matrl'd wom'n 
in house of prostlt'n. 
Robbery 

Mlscondact in olDce ... 

Presenting false claim 
to county. 



Guilty 

People appealed 1 
Murderlat degree . 

Guilty 

People appealed fr 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Gallty 

Manslanghter 

Manslaughter 

Murder 1st degree. 

Guilty 

Guilty.. 

People appealed 1 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Murder Istdegree. 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Arson 2d;degree— 

Onilty 

Burglary istdegree 

Guilty 

Murder 1st degree. 
Murder 2d d^ree . 
Burglary lat degree 
Murder 1st degree.- 

Gnilty 

Burglary IBt degree 
Manslai^hter 

Guilty 

People appeal from 
Assault with deadly 
Murder 1st degree. 
People appeal fron 

Gnllty 

Murder 1st degree. 

,M-,,.Coog[c 



Apr. 36,1 
Apr. 27,^ 



Dec. i.11 
July IS,'* 
Apr. ia.V 



Sept. lO,'* 
May 29,'a 
May »,V 
Nov. 1S,V 
Apr. 2>,'a 
Not. 3,'0! 
Dec. 3I,1« 
July 18,™ 

Nov. ai,-* 

July T,W 
July IS,™ 
Apr, U,W 
Dee. 3a,V 
Dec. J,™ 



Sept. •M.IS 
order sns- 



B&POBT OP ATTOBNET-aBNERAI.. 



P THB STATE OP CALIFORNIA.— Contlnntd. 



It of Trial Court. 


Bill o( 


Transcript 


Judgment of Supreme 
Court. 


Status ol Appeal. 




Nature. 


Settled. 




Date. 


Nature. 




years' imprisonment.. 


July SOp-OS 


Oct. 6,'03 


July I».'04 


AOrmed .. 


Closed. 




etUng aside iDtorma- 
Jfe iirprlsonment ....'. 


Judgt. roll 

sept. I, '08 


Oct. 7.'03 

Oct. ifl,'oa 


June 2a,'04 
July 2,'IM 


Reversed.. 
AlBrmed .. 


Closed. 




ImonthaeoUDtyJail ... 


Sept. (.-OS 


Oct. 1S,'08 


April lg,1>4 


Reversed .- 


Closed. 




B ^ars^'lm^li'inment. 


Sept, 28, ^B 
Sept. 19, 'ce 


Oct. I7.'08 
Oct. ao,'03 


April 18,W 
June 17, '04 


Affirmed .. 

Affirmed .. 


Closed, 




Sept. «,'ce 


Oct. 22, '03 


April 6, '04 


A.„»,.. 


Closed. 




1 months county 1>11 _.. 


Oct. 10,'03 


Oct. ai,'OS 1 June 4,'M 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 




10 yean' imprisonment. 


July Kl/08 


Oct. 27,D3 


Jane 1*,'04 


AlBrmed .. 


Closed. 




lo years' Imprisonment 


Oct. 10,'O8 


Oct. 31,1B 


July 2i.'04 


Reversed.. 


Closed. 


















B years' imprisonment.. 


Oct. 15,'03 


Dec. 16,'08 


July 7,'04 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 




(years' Imprisonment.. 


Not. 25,'OB 


Dec. 18,'08 


June IB. '04 


Beversed.. 


Closed. 




letting aside Inforniv 
B months county )ili"°-. 


Nov. M.'OS 
Dec. 5,1)8 


Dec. 28,'03 
Jan. 2,D4 


May M,'04 
Aug. a,'04 


Reversed.. 
Affirmed .. 


Closed. 
Closed. 




10 years' Imprisonment - 
7 years' imprisonment- - 






July 2S.'M 
June 15, IK 








Dec. 1,'03 


Jan. 4,'04 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 






Judgt, roll 
Dec. 1S.'G8 
Sept. 22, '03 








Argued and submitted 
Closed. 




Life Imprisonment 










June 8/04 


Affirmed ._ 




25 years' Imprisonment. 










Argued and submitted 
Closed. 




Judgt. roll 


Jan. 23, '04 


Aug. 1,'04 


Affirmed .. 






Dec, I,'03 


Feb. g,'04 


Aug. 1,'04 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 




tioo or 50 days In Jail ... 


Jan, UM 


Feb. 2, '04 


June 20.D4 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 




Life imprisonment 










Argued and submitted 






Feb 27 '04 








16 years' imprisonment. 


Jan. IS.W 


Feb. 29,1M 






Submitted. 


















Syears'lmprisoameDt.. 


Feb. a5,'04 


Mar. 12, '04 


Joty 2,'04 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 




















Jan. 9,1)4 


AprU B,1>4 
April 9,1>4 
April 7,'04 






Continued to Nov. term 




10 years' imprisonment 
SO years' imprisonment. 








Feb. &,'04 


Aug. 18,'Ot 


Affirmed .. 


Closed. 






Judgt. roll 
Nov. 3,'03 
April 20, '04 


April 21,'04 
May 6,'04 
May 7.'04 








































Jyears' imprisonment.. 
Deatii 














April 28,1m 













L^.ooglc 



BOPOBT OP ATTOBNEY-GSNEBAIi, 

CIIMINAL USBS IN THE SOrKEMB COO 



Johnny Strombeck 

Laurence D. Nlhell 

Albert Modlna _ .. 

LavraJIiU, Retpt 

Angele Delbos 

Sing Lee, Rapt 

Griffith J. Griffith 

JameB Coleman.. 

Frantlsco Jalllee 

Wong Fook Bam 

Charles CUrk..- 

Frank U. MatthewB. .. 

WUliam Kelly 

Ulgnel Antony 

Frank Green 

Joseph Murphy 

Robert Black 

Frank Woode 



Uadera_ .. 



Loa Angelee. 
San Franclico. 
Herced 

Loa Angelee. 
San Diego|. 
Ban Francisco 
Loa AngeleE 
Los Angelei 
Los Angeles. 
San Bernardino 



Sacramento 
Napa 

San Franclaco, 
San Francisco. 



Marking animal to:pre- 
renc Identification. 

Robbery 

Subomat'n ol perjury 

Grand larceny 

Receiving stolen goods 

Bobbery 

Robl>ery 

Murder 

Child stealing 



Gnllly 

Assault wlthdeadly 

vcapon. 
Guilty 

People appeal Irom 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Assault irlth deadl y 

Oullfy?"'. 

Guilty 

Guilty- 

GuUtj 

Guilty 

Guilty 

Murder let degree. 

Guilty 

Murder 1st degree. 

Guilty 

Hnrder 1st degree- 
Burglary lat degree 



Feb. ao.tl 
May a.-W 



May 28, Ih! 
June ZS.'OI 

July 31, "W 



Apr. 



5,19 



Aug. in.-m 

Apr. 30, 1M 



.y Google 



BEPOBT OP ATTOKNEY-GBNERAL. 



F THE STATB OP CALIPOKHIA.~-Contlliu«d. 






letfied." 



Tranicrlpt 

""pUeS?"' 



Judgment of Supreme 



years' Imprlsonmenl. . 
ImonthBiDconnlTjall. 
years' imprlMmmeal.. 
ictlng verdict for deft 
years' Impiiionment. . 
cBiledfromorderBTtint- 

years' Imprisonment 
6 yoEkra' Imprisonment. 
5 years' Imprisonment. 

years' Imprison ment.. 
: years' Imprisonment.. 
10 years' Imprisonment. 
U(e Imprisonment 

Kyears' Imprisonment.. 
Deatb 

10 years' Imprisonment. 

Death _ 

tt) years' imprisonment. 



Mar 1,1M 
Msy 23,'04 
April 19. '04 
April 12. '04 
May 2S,'04 
May Bl.'04 
Juno 2S,'04 
Jndgt. roll 
Dec. la.'OS 
Judgt, roll 
June 27,-04 



Aug, 1,1M 
May 20, 'oa 
June 29, -04 



May 34, 



June 25, '04 

July 27, '01 
July 27, '01 
July 28, '01 
July 2a,'04 






Submitted. 




Closed. 




Continued to Oct. term. 


Continued to Oct' term. 


Submitted. 




Submitted. 




Continued u 


Oct. term. 




Brief filed. 


Respondent 


Brief flled. 


Continued t 


Not. term. 


Respondent 


Brief filed. 


Transcript o 


n Appeal filed. 


Transcript o 


n Appeal filed. 


Respondent 


BHel filed. 


Transcript o 


n Appeal filed. 


Transcript o 


n Appeal filed. 


Transcript 


n Appeal flledL 


Transcript o 


n Appeal filed. 


Transcript o 


n Appeal flled. 
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BEPOBT OF ATTOBNBY-GBNEBjUj, 

FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 



FIFTT-FODKTB FISCAL TUB. 





»,,„„■.. 


Bipended. 


Balance. 




to 47 
1.000 00 
600 00 


11,600 08 






















Tn>v»lfiiK Fund. 


fSOOOO 
600 00 


1964 78 












Balance from filty-f ourth fiscul year 






CkMtB of Suit PUDd. 


12,000 00 


»1,999 76 








Balance from fifty-fourth fiscal year 






Llbnry Fuiul. 


250 00 
250 00 


(500 10 
















Balance from fifty-fourth fiBcal year 




V> OS 


Rant FuDd. 


$1,200 00 


tl.200 00 




Amount eipended during fifty-fourth fiscal year ... 




Printing Fund. 


2,600 00 


12,60126 



















FIFTT-FIFTH FISCAL TEAS. 





11,000 00 


(1.000 00 




Amount eipended during fifty-fifth fiscal year 




TpavallnK Fund. 


1500 00 


(473 90 








Balance from litty-flfth fiscal year 




(26 10 


Costa Df Suit Fund. 


12,000 00 


(1,522 93 








Balance from fifty-titth fiscal year 




(477 07 


LibMipy Fund. 


1500 00 


(478 85 








Balance from filty-fifth lisca! year 




(21 05 


Rant Fund. 


(1,200 00 




(1,200 00 




Amount expended during iilty-fifti fiscal year 




PrIntInK Fund. 


(2,600 00, 


(2,584 2r> 
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STATEMENT OF DEFICIENCY ALLOWED BY STATE BOABD 
OF EXAMINERS TO CONTINGENT FUND OF ATTORNEY- 
GENERAL. 



CoDtliUffDt Fund. 
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BEP(»tT OP ATTOBNEY-GENERAI-. 



REPORTS OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, FOR THE TWO YEARS 
ENDING JUNE 30, 1904. 

CRIHINAL PROSBCUTIONS (PBLOHIBS) IX SUPERIOR COURTS. 





District Attorney. 




4 


1 

2. 
3 




9 
S 


1 
1 


It 

It 


1. 

s 


M^„. 


Countj. 




1 




1 


1 


1 

i 


1 
1 


ll 

1? 


1 


Alameda 

Alpine - 


J.p"8ni-der -".'.V. 

LG.Zumwalt 

H. V.Alvarado 


00 

86 
62 
60 
04 

SO 
71 

M 

1 

89 
98 
86 

29 

90 

3 82 

84 

1 

80 
60 

«7 


1 

122 
71 

412 
21 
24 

1 

90 

S2 
34 

aa 


134 


24 


33 


1. 




95 


5 


34 




105 

875 
19 


5 








22 
21 

4 


9 
2 
















Calaveras 




" 


1 










Contra Coeta-.. 

EiDo?Ido".::i:: 

Fresno 

Humboldt";.";i; 

ev;;::;;.:::: 


17 

1, 

37 


"53" 


16 


■'! 


"i 


6 










R.L. Clifton 

Otto C. Gregor 

H. D. Burrouahe.... 

fiSp:;::::: 






^ 


.1 








-5 


6 


43 
22 

1 
1 








9S 
3 






ukr.::::;:::::: 


^ 




Madeta 


100 


1 
3 


















ESCfm'::::: 

Merced 


K'Crr.:::-: 

E.C, Bonner 

P. R. Parker 


a 

10 










SZW::::::: 














14 
12 

72 
27 
84 




5 

i 


S 


12 

47 

1 

21 


6 






Raymond Benjamin 
Geo. L. Jonee 












..!. 




Pliicer 


L. N.Peter 

teZ^grpmour: 


.... 


ISSSdv::;;::: 


18 










L.M.8preeher 

Casslus Carter 

k&.X"C.".:::::: 
j™*j.Bu^foS".::;. 

James Bt. Campbeli". 

W^L'KeddlS'g"":" 
Chas. J. Luttrell .... 
T. T, C, Gregory .... 
Chas. H. Pond 

lAurence SchllliDgl 


5 
2 


1 


24 

1 


■T 


.... 






13 


2 








'b 


2 


T 








12 


6 


8 






ISSi.-;::::::: 


i 

18 
45 


50 

1 

41 


8 


"I 


"V 


'I 


28 
1 








1 






"i 




S=..:;.::: 




SSS-::;:-.;:.: 








IsSr;; 


IZ 


} 










5 


1 




Tuolumne* 










W. A. Anderson 

M.T.Brlttan 






Yuba 




1 










2,fi0* 




388 


■" 


240 


■s 


1.643 


360 


78 




" 
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INDEX TO DOCKETS. 



Alamed& County vs. Henry P. Dalton 

etal - - 23 

, Stewart Law and Collection Co. VB.. 22 

Ames, Henry K., vs. Victor H. Woods- 29 

Aaharst, John, va. M. J. Wright --. 27 

Anbnm and Yankee Jim's Tnrnpilce Co. 
V8. The State 29 

Bane, A. C, et al., va. James A. Snook 
&Co - 31 

— T8. Pugol Sound Lumber Co 31 

Bantof San Mateo T8, The State 28 

Barber Examiners, State Board of, John 

Poreo vs. 20 

Bauer, John J., va. State 23 

Belloli, Joseph A., People ex rel. ts 36 

BernhanS,PeterD.,va.VictorH. Woods. 26 

Bicherdike, Charles, va. The State 23 

Blair, T. H., va. E. P. Colgan 33 

Bledaoe, Benjamin F., va. E. F. Colgan. 21 
Boistenillet, AliceS., vs. VictorH. Wooda 30 
Bolton, Edna M., vs. Victor H. Woods.. 30 

Boyd, Maggie L., vs. The State _.-. 34 

Boyd, N. W,, People ex rel. vb 35 

Brand, O. S., va. E. P. Co^n _ 27 

Brown, Oscar R., vs. The State 34 

Brown, W. H„ et al. va. Tmman Reeves 

etal L_ _._ _ 29 

Brown's Valley Irrigation District, 

People ex rel. vs _ 36 

Buckley, Vincent P., et al., People ex 

rel. vs = '.. 36 

Bush, George T.,8r.,vs. VictorH. Woods 30 
Batte County vs. Henry T. Gage et si... 28 
Bnttle, W. P., vs. M. J. Wright 20 

CalitomU Pish Co., People ex rel. vs.!.. 37 
California and Northern Railway Co. vs. 

The State etal.--l 27 

Califomia Powder Works, People va...- 81 
Campbell, Cornelia E., In re Estate of.. IB 

Campbell, John L,, People ex rel. va ' 39 

Chaffey College et al„ People ex rel. va.. 36 
Christ, William Frederick, vs. Victor H. 

Wooda 3 30 

Christeson, M. A. C, vs. VictorH. Woods 30 
Clifton, James B., on Habeoa Corpua. . . 23 
CInnie, Andrew J., et al., W. H. Brown 

e!al.va 29 



Colgan,B. P.. T.H.Blair VB 3S 

-, Benjamin F, Bledsoe va. 21 

-, G. 8. Brand vs 27 

-, A. 8. Honeycuttv 32 

-,F. M.J, Kelly va 82 

-, Daniel Kevane vs. 31 

-, Jeremiah F. Sullivan VB. 25 

-, United Ridlroada of Shi Franoiaco 

s -- 31 

Columbia Savings Bank vs. Los Angeles 

County.-- 20 

Commercial BsJik of Madera vs. The 

State 34 

Connolly, John, In re Estate of 26 

Conway, George, vs. The State 34 

Co-op»vtive Homebuilders, People vs.- 84 
Corona Irrigation Co. vs. The Slate ^.-27 
Covalt, Clifford A., vs. Board of Denial 

Examiners --- 30 

Coyote-acalp cases pending Biekerditr. 

se - 34 

Culten, J. S., vs. Truman Reeves, et£. .. 27 
Curry, Chatles F., George B. McCord va. 31 

, Bernard D. Murphy vs 21 

, United Labor Party va - 31 

Dalton, Henry P., Alameda County vs.. 23 

Darlington, Abe, vs. The State --- 34 

Davidson,H.L.,etal., People exrel.va. 37 
De Lanza, Helen M., vs. Victor H. 

'Woods 30 

Dental Examiners, Board ot,.CIiflord A. 

Covalt va --. 30 

, Louia M. Laib va 30 

Dobbs, a. A., vs, Victor H. W6oda 30 

Dowda, Q. W., va. The State -.. 34 

Dozier.L. F., People ex rel. va 38 

Dreisbach, William R., va. Victor H. 

Wooda -. — .--. ao 

Dugan, H. F., A. C. Bane etal. va 31 

Edelman, Charles. People vs 32 

Edaon, E. B., et al., vs. Southern Pacific 

Co. etal.. - I» 

Bl Dorado, County of, va. George H. 

Gilbert - — ao 

Engwicht, George, vs. Truman Reevea.. 27 
Equitable Building and Trust Co., Peo- 

plevs -.-^. ..- 33 

i. ,, ,C.ooglc 



54 INI 

Woodg, Victor H, Harry A. Turner tb.. 33 

, Thomaa B. Walker va. -.- 33 

, J. H. Whitliara vb 30 

Woodward, Edwin W., People V8 32 

Wolf, B. HyroD, Mutual Reserve Life 

InBurance Co. V8 30 

Worswick, OeorgeD., People ex rel. VB.. 36 

Wright, H. J., John ABhuratTH. 27 

.W.J. Buttle vs.— 20 



Wright, M. J., A. L. Pish vi 

, Charles L. Hovey vs.. 

, Thomas h. Uoran vs. . 

, W. P. PhillipB VB 

, C. J. Tracy etal. v«.._ 

, L. P. J. Wrinkle vb. . . 

Zirker, M., vs. The State _._ 
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